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| 
Senate has tendered us the proposition indicated 
vere: and if we take them at their word, they 
annot complain. I am satisfied, too, that we 
should not do the business of the House in the 

termediate time. 5 

‘| desire now to ask the Chair whether the 

gestion to be first taken is on the amendment of 
my colleague (Mr. W ALBRIDGE] to his own reso- 
iytion? 

‘The SPEAKER. Yes; that is the first vote to 

e taken. . . 

Mr. HAVEN. One question further. Is it 
‘» order for me now to submit a proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, as an amendment to 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Orr,] which will be held in abey- 
ance. 

Mr. HAVEN. Then I desire to submit a 
oroposition, and to let some other gentleman take 
the floor. 

The proposition submitted by Mr. Haven was 
then read, as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President 
sf the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Represent- 


atives adjourn their respective Houses on the 4th day of 
iyly next, at twelve o’clock, m., until the third Monday of 
Oetober next: Provided, That no per diem compensation 
shall be drawn by members of the House and Senate for 


such recess. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I believe that every 
gentleman upon this floor will, by his professions, 
manifest to the country his disposition to work 
and to dispatch the public business. But, sir, I 
submit to you, and to all those present, how many, 
by their acts, have manifested a disposition to de 
the public business during the present session? 
Sir, we have spent the last ten days in idleness. 
Three days we adjourned—from Thursday, the 
Ist day of June, until the 5th. From that time 
to this, during the whole of last week, there has 
not been a solitary day in which there was a work- 
ing quorum to be found in the House. Upon one 
solitary occasion, upon a call of the House, a 
quorum answered to their names; and then, when 
the roll was called upon the pending question, 
there was less than a quorum, and the House ad- 
journed in consequence. 

Sir, it is time now, if we had worked up to the 
present time, that this session should have termin- 
ated, and we should have returned to our homes. 
But we have idled away the time thus far, and 
that is no good reason why we should now go off, 
without doing the important business of the ses- 
sion, and without the transaction of which the 
interests of the country must materially suffer. 
One attempt made upon the present occasion is, 
perhaps, like too many others madein this House, 
and that is, to do two things at once—to adjourn 
the present session of Congress, and provide for 
the meeting of the next. The Constitution pro- 
vides ‘that Congress shall assemble at least 
once’in every year, and such meeting shall be on 


the first Monday in December, unless they shall, 


by law, appoint a different day.”’ 

Now, the Constitution fixes a day of meeting; 
and if Congress wishes to change that day, they 
must do it by the enactment of a law: That law 
will require the approval of the President before it 
will be effective. A simple resolution of adjourn- 
ment, or for closing the session, does not require 
such signature. __ 

The resolution from the Senate is a mere prop- 
osition for a recess—that you shall adjourn in 
July, and meet on the third Monday of October. 
Now, the law of 1818, regulating and prescribing 
the compensation of members, provides that they 
shall receive eight dollars per day for each day 
they shall attend. When you take a recess of 
_ rr the members receive that compensa- 

- if, by joint resolution, Congress take a 
recess of one or two weeks, members draw their 
pay, and I understand it is the opinion of the con- 
= ling officer of the Treasury, that if this Con- 
gress shall take a recess until October, or for an 
other period of time, under the law members will 
be entitled to their per diem. If we adopt the 

ate resolution to adjourn on the 3d of July, 
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and to meet again on the third Monday of October, 
it will be a continuance of this present session; and 
it will then be continued, [ presume, until Satur- 
day preceding the first Monday of December 
next. 

It will be well for members to look to the law, 
and see what they are doing, before they adopt 
that resolution. There is a proviso to the law of 
1818, which says: 

** Provided always, That no Representative or Delegate 
shall be allowed a sum exceeding the rate of eight dollars 


a day from the end of one session to the time of his taking 
his seat in another.”’ 


If you adjourn, therefore, or take a recess from 
the 4th of July to the 3d Monday in October, the 
members of Congress, as I understand it, will, 
under the decision of the Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury, be entitled to their per diem during the recess. 
But I hope the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York will not be adopted. I hope the House 
will not take a recess, but that we shall adopt the 
substitute of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
{Mr. Orr,] and adjourn sine die on the 14th of 
August. | think it is probable that we can get 
through with most of the business of the session 
by that time; and if not, let us pass the resolution, 
and the Senate will have it in their power to ex- 
tend the session to such time as will enable us 
to accomplish what it is necessary for us to do 
before we adjourn sine die. 1 shall, therefore, be 
willing, as faras | am concerned, to fix that day, 
and | hope the House will at least fix some day 
in August for bringing the session to a final close. 

I repeat, sir, that | do not wish to take a recess. 


It will be setting a new precedent, which I think 


we had better not set. Let us fix the day for the 
final adjournment, and then if gentlemen desire to 
fix an earlier day for the meeting of the next ses- 
sion, or for the meeting of subsequent sessions of 
Congress, let a bill be introduced for that purpose; 
let it be passed through Congress, and let it go to 
the President for his signature. That, in my 
opinion, Will be doing the thing as it should be 
done. Let us fix the day for adjournment by one 
resolution, and fix the day forthe commencement 


| of another session by a separate proposition—by 


| than that fixed by the Constitution. 


a law introduced and passed through Congress in 
the regular form, as the Constitution requires, if it 
should be found desirable to meet at an earlier day 
For myself, 
I believe the first Monday in December is early 


| enough for the meeting of the second session of a 


Congress. If we should meet on the third Mon- 


| day in October, my opinion, based upon my ex- 


| from Tennessee a question. 


perience, is, that we should transact no business 
until after Christmas, or after the Ist of January. 
You will do quite as much by meeting on the first 
Monday in December as on the third Monday in 
October. 

Mr. HILLYER. I desire to ask the gentleman 
I understood him to 
say, from experience, that Congress would do no 
more by meeting on the third Monday in October 
than by meeting on the first Monday in December. 


| 1 ask that gentleman if he has ever had any expe- 


rience in sessions that commenced on the third 


| Monday in October? 


Mr. JONES. No, sir. - 

Mr. HILLYER. Then the gentleman can have 
no experience of the fact of which he speaks. 

Mr. JONES. My experience is, that Congress 
never does any business until after the Christmas 


_ holidays. 


| has it been during the present session of Congress? | 
| The House nae 
| week, before t 


| 


Mr. HILLYER. It is for that very reason 
that I want the session to commence earlier. 

Mr. JONES. Well, sir, | think if we were to 
meet in the middle of October, the time until after 


Christmas would be spent in pretty much the | 


same way that it now is from the first Monday in 
December. 
every week from Thursday until Monday. How 


, if I recollect rightly, every 
e Ist of January, from Thursday 
till the Monday following; and since that time 


we have adjourned every week from Friday till | 


Monday, with two or three exceptions. 


We should, perhaps, adjourn over | 
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House did set on two or three Saturdays while the 
Nebraska bill was under consideration; but, if my 
recollection serves me right, they are the only 
ones during the session. Nothing of less import- 
ance than that bill could induce us to remain in 
session upon Saturday. 

A MempBer. We sat last Saturday. 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir, and with’ about sixty 
or seventy members present. And why did you 
meet here last Saturday? Because you could not 
get a quorum on Thursday or Friday to adjourn 
over until Monday. [Laughter.} I hope that 
the proposition for a recess may be voted down, 
and that there may be fixed a day for adjourn- 
ment sine die. 

Mr. KEITT obtained the floor, and yielded to 

Mr. EWING. Is it in order to move to lay 
the substitute and amendments to the substitute 
upon the table? If it be, that motion will bring 
us to a vote on the original resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It would not alter the posi- 
tion of the original resolution, and theamendments 
to it, if the House chose to lay the substitute and 
the amendments to it upon the table. Those mat- 
ters would be before the body precisely in the 
shape they now are. It isin order to move to lay 
upon the table; but the motion would carry all— 
the original resolution, substitute, amendments, 
and all. 

Mr. EWING. My object was to bring the 
House to a vote on the original resolution for an 
adjournment sine die in July. Ido not think that 
we can accomplish anything considerable at least 
by remaining here until August. There are a 
thousand reasons affecting the House, and affect- 
ing members individually, which seem to me to 
render it impossible for us to accomplish any 
more business during this session, It may be very 
desirable that we should; butin the languor which 
succeeds an unusual excitement there is always 
an indisposition to labor—a want of interest in the 
every-day legislation of the country. Besides, 
members are looking, some of them anxiously, 
towards home about the next election. [Laughter.] 
They are consulting, as it is proper they should, 
their constituents—as some perhaps did notdo so 
before the passage of the Nebraska bill—as to 
whether they did right in passing it. [Renewed 
laughter.] This is of interest to them; and if it 
happens to be more interesting than bills for land 
grants, or even bills for just private claims, we 
cannot help it. Such is the condition of things, 
and such is the inevitable feeling of members. 

The gentleman from Tennessee has illustrated 
this strikingly. He has shown, or rather remind- 
ed us, that we have not been able recently to do 
anything; and I do not see much prospect of our 
accomplishing more than we have during the re- 
mainder of this session. If we determine to close 
the session in July, we shall feel the necessity of 
passing the appropriation bills, however desirable 
it may be, at least toa portion of the members, to 
pass bills for private claims, land grants, and 
divers other bills. We shall have to defer them to 
the next session of this Congress, or, possibly, to 
another Congress, which will come here, it is to 
be hoped, under different auspices, and more fa- 
vorably inclined to practical legislation. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that if we do not close 
this debate in some form or the other, that before 
the resolution is acted on we shall have to post- 
pone the day of adjournment into September. Un- 
less we close it, I do not think we shall get through 
with it before the day fixed arrives. ome 
My object was, with this simple explanation, if 

racticable, to have closed debate by moving to 
iy the substitute, and the amendments to it, upon 
the table. As that is not practicable, I shall not 
further occupy the floor. 

Mr. HILLYER. It is not my purpose to dis- 
cuss the resolution further. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Kentucky submit the motion that the resglution 
and amendments do lie upon the table? 

Mr. EWING. No, sir. I wouldsimply ask, 
however, as I owed the floor to the courtesy of 


The || the gentleman from South Carolina, whether the 
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gentleman from Georgia has not alread¥ spoken 
Lwice on this subject? 
re . , < 
Phe SPEAKER. 
the question. He has had the floor yielded to him 
merely for oS py Wer 

Mr. KEITT. I have no objection to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia proceeding with his rernarks. 

Mr. HILLYER. Ido not propose to consume 
the time of the House by further discussing the 
question. My ebject is simply to state, that | 
desire atsome future day to submit the resolution 
I have already indicated; and for the purpose of 
enabling me to do it, I move to lay the resolution 
and the various amendments upon the table. 

Mr. CLIQ@#MAN. Upon that motion | de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. The ques- 
tion was then taken; and there were—yeas 56, 
nays 97; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Aiken, James C. Allen, Ashe, Belcher, 
Bell, Boyce, Bridges, Caskie, Chastain, Clark, Cobb, Col 
quitt, Disney, Dunbar, Edmundson, Everhart, Fuiler, 
Goode, Green, Henn, Hillyer, Hughes, Ingersoll, Roland 
Jones, Keitt, Lamb, Letcher, Lindsley, McCulloch, Mc 
Mullin, Maxwell, Millson, Murray, Nichols, Parker, Bishop 
Perkins, John Perkins, Powell, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, 
Rogers, Ruffin, Sabin, Seward, Shannon, Singleton, Skel 
ton, Gerrit Smith, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, 


Stratton, Straub, Andrew Stuart, Thurston, Upham, and 
Vaii—s6. 

NAY S—-Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Appleton, 
Ball, Barry, Benson, Bocock, Breckinridge, Brooks, Bugg, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, Chandler, Chrisman, 
Churchwell, Clingman, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Cur 
tis, Cutting, John G, Davis, Dawson, Dick, Dowdell, Drum, 
Dunham, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, John M. Elliott, 
Ellison, English, Etheridge, Ewing, Gamble, Giddings, 
Goodrich, Greenwood, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. 
Harlan, Hastings, Haven, Hendricks, Hiester, Hill, Hous- 
ton, Howe, Hunt, Jotinson, George W. Jones, J Glancy 
Jones, Kidwell, Knox, Latham, Lindley, May, Meacham, 
John G. Miller, Smith Miller. Morgan, Morrison, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Mordecia Oliver, Orr, Pennington, Phelps, 
Preston, Pringle, Puryear, Ready, David Ritchie, Robbins, 
Russell, Sage, Sapp, Shaw, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Alexnder H. Stephens, John L. Taylor, Na- 
thaniel G. Tayor, Trout, Walbridge, Walley, Warren, 
Israel Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Daniel 
B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—97. 


So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 
the table. 


Mr. KEITT. I desire that the House shall 
adjourn at the earliest day compatible with the 
discharge of our public duties My experience 
in legislative bodies at home, which runs over a 
good many years, advises me, that when a rea- 
sonable time is fixed, the labors and business of 
the session are adapted to the time appointed. | 
am therefore in favor of fixing a reasonable time 
for adjournment, a day within which the public 
business can be expeditiously transacted. Now, 
sir, let us see what we have to do. The appro- 
priation bills are yet untouched, and none have 
ever yet passed without long debate and a pro- 
tracted struggle. I cannot say that I regret this, 
because the money power in aGovernment is the 
most dangerous and absorbing of all powers. 
Then a very considerable portion of the session 
must be consumed in the discussion of the appro- 
priation bills. Is there no other business of im- 
portance before us? 

1 understand, sir, that the Democratic party 
came into power with the principle of free trade 
inscribed upon its flag. Now, sir, what has 
been done to carry out this principle? Nothing, 
literally nothing. Should it not do something ? 
Most certainly it should, unless its creed be only 
a delusion, and its only object be spoils. The 
Democratic party came into power by an over- 
whelming majority; and | wish to know, and, as 
far as my vote goes, I mean to know, if its pro- 
fessions about free trade are honest or not. Sir, 
if principles be with the party mere juggler’s 
balls, to play a game of popular imposture with, 
then I desire the legerdemain to be understood, 
and the dupes to be only the juggler’s dupes. 
Sir, if the Democratic party is based upon prin- 
ciples, let us see this by action. Iamtired of mere 

rofessions. Let me say, also, sir, that no party, 

loated by heterogeneous compounds, and corpu- 
lent with crude isms, can ever last long. Life 
waits upon health and antagonistic elements 
carry death with them. 

Sir, if the Demoeratic party is divided upon the 
great question of free trade, which was born here, 
and has subsequently carried its flag of triumph 
over almost all the globe, the country should 
know the fact. The Treasury is full to repletion; 


He has not spoken at all on 


and our resources in every phase are quickened 
with an energy unknown by any other people or 
any othertime. Sir, we have made discoveries in 
everything but the practical application of the 
principles of government. We have explored the 
arcana of physical science, laid bare its mysteries, 
swept over tremendous ravines, and made the 
lightning play postman to the nations of the earth; 
but in government we have pursued only the bruad 
thoroughfare trampled by the footsteps of every 
nation which has gone before us, of centralization, 
financial aggrandizement, and the spoliation of 
weaker interests. 

Sir, let us retrace our steps, and recur to the ear- 
lier principles of the Republic. Let us adapt the 
revenue of the Government to its proper wants, 
and secure an economical expenditure. This can 
only be done by an entire reformation of the pres- 
ent tariff. This the Democratic party is pledged 
to; and I mean, as far as my vote goes, to make 
it redeem its pledges, or distinctly refuse to do so. 
1 do not mean, as far as | can prevent it, that it 
shall shirk the question by an adjournment. I 
prefer to fix the day of adjournment about the 
first of September; though | think we had better 
postpone the whole question for the present. 

Sir, let us look this tariff question in the eye, 
and see who of us are for a reformation of the 
tariff, and who opposed to it. For thirty years 
my section has been borne down by an oppres- 
sive system of legislative plunder; and it is time 
we should fling it off. The Deniocratic party is 
edged to this, and let it redeem the pledge. 

henever the tariff is reformed, or whenever the 
Democratic party in this House distinctly refuses 
to reform it, | am ready to adjourn. I will not 
vote to adjourn that it may shirk this issue. If 
it is to continue to manipulate the masses with 
professions, and, by skillful jugglery, to ensnare, 
seduce, and delude, it shall have no aid of mine 
for any of these purposes. Professions seduce 
men; principies rally them. 

Mr. HAMILTON. If I understand the posi- 
tion of the question now before us, it is open to 
no further amendments, and it is useless to con- 
sume the time of the House in further debate. I 
apprehend every gentleman is prepared to vote; 
and without desiring to cut off the expression of 


| opinion upon this subject by any gentleman, I 


demand the previous question, and I hope that the 
House will sustain it. 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers on the second. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Otps and 
CAMPBELL were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 75, noes not counted. 

Se the previous question was seconded. 


The main question was then ordered to be put; | 


being first on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Wa.sainee} to his 
own resolution to strike out the word ‘ third’’ 


our great staples are increasing almost incalculably, 
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the gentleman who offered that amendme 
mileage was not inserted in it as well as 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
Chair how that got in? 

The SPEAKER. It got in under the ruling of 
the Chair at the time that it was in order to esbena 
the substitute proposed to the original resolution, 
There were various questions before the Chair 
made the decision. , 

Mr. JONES. The ruling would be undoniy. 
edly correct where the original proposition had 
been disposed of; but certainly, I think, the Chai, 
will see that the amendment to the substitute Wag 
not in order while there could be still an ameng. 
ment to the original proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair refers the pen. 
tleman from Tennessee to cases of this sort where 
the same decision as that made by the Chair ip 
this case, has been made. There was such , 
decision made here this moment, when an amend. 
ment was offered to the substitute. In respect to 
the question whether an amendment to an amen. 
ment can be held in abeyance, the Chair decided 
that it could be so held; and so did Mr. Cobb and 
others of my predecessors decide. 

Mr. DRUM. I ask for the yeas and nays upon 
the substitute, and not upon the amendment, 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order to make 


nt, why 
Per diem? 
l would ask the 


| that demand until the amendment is disposed of. 
| The question now is upon the amendment. 


Mr. LETCHER. Will it be in order to move 
an amendment to that—to add ‘* mileage” after 
the ** per diem ?”’ 

The SPEAKER. It will not, as the previous 
question has been seconded. 


Mr. HAVEN. I ask for the yeas and nays 


| upon the adoption of the amendment. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 46, nays 110; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Appleten, Ball, Benson, Campbell, Car- 
penter, Clingman, Cook, Corwin, Crocker, Dick, Edmands, 


| Everhart, Giddings, Goodrich, Greenwood, Aaron Harlan, 


and insert ‘‘ seventeenth,’’ so as to make it read: | 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President 
of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives adjourn their respective Houses sinedie on the seven- 
teenth day of July next, at twelve o’clock, m. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Is there not an amendment 
to that amendment pending, submitted by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr?]} 

The SPEAKER. There is an amendment to 
it, submitted by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, but it is in the nature of a substitute, 

The question was taken on the amendment; and 
ig was not agreed to. 


The SPEAKER, The question is now on the 


Haven, Howe, Hunt, Ingersoll, Knox, Latham, MeCul- 
loch, McDougall, Mace, Mayall, Meachain, Morgan, Nor- 
ton, Parker, Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, 
Seward, William R. Smith, Alexander H. Stephens, Ap- 
drew Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Upham, Wal- 
bridge, Walley, Warren, and Tappan Wentworth—46. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Ashe, Barry, Belcher, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, 
Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, Bugg, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Chamberlain, Chandler, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, 
Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Curtis, Cutting, John G. Davis, Daw- 
son, Disney, Dowdell, Drum, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmund- 
son, Thomas D. Eliot, John M. Elliott, Ellison, English, 
Etheridge, Ewing, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, Green, Hamil- 


| ton, Andrew J. Harlan, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hies- 
| ter, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Hughes, Johnson, George W. 
| Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, 


Lamb, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, Macdonald, MeMullia, 


|, Maurice, May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Mor- 
| rison, Nichols, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, 


amendment to the substitute offered by the gen- | 


tleman from New York, [Mr. Haven,]} which is 
as follows: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President 
of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Represent 
atives adjourn their respective Houses on the fourth day in 
July next, at twelve o’clock, m., until the third Monday in 
October next: Provided, That no per diem compensation 


shall be drawn by members of the House and Senate for 
such recess. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read 


the wens of the gentleman from South Car- 
olina, (Mr. Orr.] 


The substitute was read, as follows: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President 
of the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 


tives, adjourn their respectives Houses on Monday, August 
14th, at twelve o’clock, m. 


I would like to inquire of 


Mr. LETCHER. 





i 


Orr, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Phelps, 
Powell, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, 
Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Sapp, Shannon, Shaw, Singleton, 
Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, John L. Taylor, Trout, 
Vail, Israel Washburn, Westbrook, Daniel B. Wright, 
and Hendrick B. Wright—110. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 


| upon the substitute of the gentleman from South 


Carolina, [Mr. Orr.} 

Mr. DRUM. Upon that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 
Vai were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 71, noes 69. 

So the amendment was agreed to. ; 
"'The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the resolution as amended. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 move to lay the resolu- 
tion upon the table. é 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Upon that motion 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ry 

The question was taken; and it was decided 19 
the negative—yeas 64, nays 82; as follows: 

YFEAS—Messrs. Appleton, Ball, Belcher, Bell, Beas”, 


| Boyce, Campbell, Caskie, Chandler, Crocker, Dick, Dis 


ney, Everhart, Ewing, Fuller, Goode, Goodrich, A. Har- 
lan, Haven, Henn, Hillyer, Hunt, Ingersoll, Roland roam 
Keitt, Knox, Lamb, Letcher, Lindsley, McCulloch, & fl 
Dougall, MeMullin. Mace, Mayali, Milison, Morgan, aos 
ray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, = 
ningion, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Powell, Presto®, 
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David Ritchie, Rogers, Sabin, Sage, 


Pringle, Puryear, ~ . 

no, Seward, Shannon, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, 
nats Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Upham, Vail, 
Stra se 4 


Walley and Tappan W entworth—fi4. 


\AYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Vil Alien, Barry, Bocock, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
aaa Bugg, Carpenter, Caruthers, Chamberlain, Chris- 


Churenwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cor 

- Gox, Catting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dowdell, 
— wn, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, Thomas D. Eliot, 
Drs Elliott, Etiison, English, Etheridge, Gamble, Gid- 
: oo Greenwood, Hamilton, Andrew J. Harlan, Hastings, 
H ~ rick, Hiester, Hill, Houston, Hughes, Johnson, 
He ee w. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Latham, Lind 
ie acdonald, Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith Mil- 
MY sa orriso, Nichols, Olds, Orr, Phelps, Ready, Riddle, 
TE bbins, Ruffin, Russell, Shaw, Singleton, Skelton, Gerrit 
Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, George w. 
Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Johu L. Taylor, Trout, W albridge, Warren, Israel Wash- 


burn, Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—82. 
So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 


the table. 7 : 
The question again recurred upon the adoption 


of the resolution as amended. 


Mr. INGERSOLL. I demand the yeas and 


nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the afirmative—yeas 82, nays 68; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Bugg, Caruthers, Chamberiain, Chrisman, Church- 
well, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Corwin, Cox, Cur 
tis, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dowdell, Drum, 
Dunbar, Edmundson, Thomas D. Eliot, John M. Elliott, 
Ellison, English, Etheridge, Gamble, Greenwood, Hamil- 
ton, Audrew J. Harlan, Hastings, Hendricks, Hiester, till, 
Hiouston, Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Kidwell, Latham, Lindley, Macdonald, Maxwell, May, 
John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Morrison, Nichols, Olds, 
Orr, Phelps, Ready, Robbins, Ruffin, Russel, Shaw, Sin- 
gieton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Strat- 
ton, Straub, John L. Taylor, Trout, Walbridge, Warren, 
Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—®2. 
NAYS—Messrs. Appleton, Ashe, Ball, Belcher, Benson, 
Royce, Campbell, Carpenter, Caskie, Chandler, Cook, 
Crocker, Dick, Disney, Everhart, Ewing, Fuller, Giddings, 
Goode, Goodrich, Aaron Harlan, Haven, Henn, Hillyer, 
Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Ingersoll, Roland Jones, Keitt, Knox, 
Lamb, Letcher, Lindsley, MeCulloch, McDougall, McMul- 
lin, Mace, Mayall, Millson, Morgan, Murray, Norton, An- 
drew Oliver, Parker, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, John 
Perkins, Powell, Preston, Pringle, Puryear, Riddle, David 
Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Rogers, Sabin, Seward, Shan- 
non, Andrew Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Up- 
ham, Vail Walley, Israel Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, 
and Westbrook—628, 


So the resolution, as amended, was adopted. 


Mr. ORR. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted. I desire to 
say that the words sine die are not incorporated in 
the resolution, because they are not at all neces- 
sary. It requires the action of the two Houses 
to pass the resolution. When the House adjourns 
on the day fixed it will require the concurrence 
of the other body for our meeting afterwards, 
until the time fixed for the meeting of Congress 
by the Constitution. 1 therefore move that the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 


The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


man, 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the unanimous con- 


- of the House to submit the following reso- 
ution: 


Resolved, That from and after this day, and until other 


Wise ordered, the daily hour of meeting of the louse of 


tepresentatives shall be eleven o’eloek, a. m. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 1 object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended for the purpose indicated. 


The question was put; and sixty-two voted in 
the affirmative. 


Mr. ORR. I call for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Vai and 
Cuvrcuwer were appointed. 
The question was again put; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 60 
Mr. COBB. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BALL. TI move that the House adjourn. 
Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania. Upon that 
motion | demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
_ he question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 60, nays 69; as follows: 





B YEAS — Messrs. Abercrombie, Ball, Bell, Benson, 
Commi Campbell, Carpenter, Chrisman, Clingman, Cook, 
in: 


Bi) Dick, Disney, Dowdell, Edmands, Thomas D. 
. tot, Everhart, ae Giddings, Goodrich, Greenwood, 
aron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Hastings, Haven, Henn, 


Hiester, Hill, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Ingersoll, Keitt, Knox, 
Letcher, Mayall, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Powell, Pringle, Ready, David Ritchie, Sabin, 
Shannon, Gerrit Smith, William R. Smith, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
John L. Taytor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Upham, 
Walbridge, Walley, Israel Washburn, and Tappan Went 
worth—60, 


NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, | 


Appleton, Barry, Beleher, Bocock, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Bugg, Caruthers, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chandler, Church 

well, Clark, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Croeker, Cutting, John 
G. Davis, Dawson, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, John 
M. Elliott, Etlison, English, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, Ham 

ilton, Hendricks, Hillyer, Houston, Johnson, George W. 
Jones, J. Giancy Jones, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, Mac 

donald, McMullin, Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith 
Miller, Morrison, Mordecai Oliver, Urr, Bishop Perkins, 
Phelps, Puryear, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, 
Ruffin, Russell, Singleton, Skelton, William Smith, George 
W.Smyth, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Trout, Vail, Dan 

iel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—69. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
The-SPEAKER. The question now recurs 


upon the motion made by the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Hovsron,] to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of introducing the resolution which 
has been read. Upon that motion the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON. As the House seems to be 
very thin, I would prefer that the motion should 
go over until Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the motion made by the gentleman 
from Alabama lie over? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I would ask 
the gentleman from Alabama to withdraw his 
motion. He must be certainly convinced that his 
resolution cannot pass, and we can save more time 
by sitting late than by meeting at eleven o’clock, 
when we should rarely have a quorum here. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Thegentleman from Georgia 
must know very well that | am here both early 
and late. I presented the resolution because | 
believed that it ought to pass. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Hovws- 
TON’s motion to suspend the rules; and there were 
—yeas 78, nays 45; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, | 
Willis Allen, Appleton, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Breckinridge, | 
Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chandler, | 


Chrisman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cutting, John G. Davis, Daw 
son, Disney, Dowdell, Drum, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmund- 
son, John M. Elliott, Ellison, English, Fuller, Gamble, 
Goode, Hamilton, Hendricks, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, 
Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, 
Latham, Letcher, Lindsley, McCulloch, Macdonald, Max 
well, May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Morrison, Mor 
decai Oliver, Orr, Bishop Perkins, Phelps, Puryear, Thomas 
Ritchey, Robbins, Ruffin, Russell, Sabin, Shannon, Shaw, 
Singleton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Wil 
liam Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Hestor 
L. Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, Trout, Vail, Daniel 
B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—72. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Benson, Boyce, Brooks, Camp- 
bell, Clingman, Crocker, Dick, Edmands, Ewing, Gid 
dings, Goodrich, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Hast- 
ings, Haven, Henn, Hiester, Hill, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, 
Keitt, Knox, MeMuillin, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Parker, 
Preston, Pringle, Ready, David Ritchie, Sage, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, John 
L. Taylor, Nathaniel G Taylor, Thurston, Upham, Wal 
bridge, Walley, Israel Washburn, and Tappan Wentworth 
—45. 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended. 

Mr. MILLER, of Indiana. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to take from the 
Speaker’s table, for the purpose of having it re- 
ferred, Senate bill No. 373, being an act ‘* to as- 


certain and adjust the trtle of certain lands in the | 


State of Indiana.”’ 

Mr. KNOX. I object, and move an adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. MILLER. I ask the gentleman from IIli- 
nois to withdraw the objection, and allow the bill 
to be read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the appropriate committee. 

Mr. KNOX. I withdraw my objection. 

The bill was then read a first ind second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. 

Mr. HILLYER. It is within the experience 
of every member of this House, that the short 
sessions of Congress do not afford sufficient time 
for a proper discharge of its legislation. I there- 
fore move that the rules of the House be sus- 
pended, so as to epable me to introduce the follow- 
ing bill: 

Be it enacted, That hereafier the day appointed, by law, 


for the assembling of Congre=s, shall be the first Monday in 
November of each year, instead of the first Monday of De- 


' cember. 
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Mr. HAMILTON. I move that the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. DRUM. 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. HILLYER. If the House now adjourns, 
what will be the position of my motion ? 

The SPEAKER. It will come up as the first 
business in order on Monday next. 

Mr. DRUM. I withdraw the call for the yeas 
and nays upon the motion to adjourn. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hamu 
TON’s motion; and it was agreed to, and there- 
upon the House (at twenty minutes before four 
o'clock) adjourned till to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock , m. 


Upon that motion | demand the 


IN SENATE, 
Tvuespay, June 13, 1854. 


Prayer by Rev. Wituiam H. Mirevrn. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. WADE presented the petition of Frederick 
Denio, an invalid pensioner, of Jefferson, Ohio, 
praying to be allowed an increase of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Oakley H. Wright, of Rens- 
selaer, Indiana, praying to be allowed a pension 
and one hundred and sixty acres of land, for ser- 
vices rendered in the war with Algiers, and in the 
war of 1812; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Raymond Williams, ¢f 
Lake county, Indiana, an invalid of the war of 
1812, praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN presented the petition of M, H. 
Seaver and sixty-eight other citizens of Missis- 
sippi, praying for a mail route from Beaver Dam 
and Maxville, in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. FOOT presented a petition of citizens of 
Burlington, Vermont, praying an appropriation 
for the purchase of a site, and the erection of a 
building for a custom-house and post office at that 
place; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of Jane 
A. Brower,widow of Charles B. Brower, deceased, 
praying a pension for the services of her husband 
in the Mexican war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of A. S. Bender, praying com- 
pensation for his services as superintendent of the 
United States lead mines of the Gents Mississippi; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Also, the petition of Adolphus Allen, praying 
the extension of his patent for a water-wheel; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 

Also, the petition of Anne Royall, widow of 
Captain William Royall, of the Revolutionary 
Army, praying that she may be allowed and paid 
interest on the amount due her late husband, or 
for some other relief; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, the petition of Adam D. Steuart and 
others, officers of the United States Army, praying 
to be compensated for extra services performed 
by them in Mexico, during the late war with that 
Republic; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BELL presented the memorial of Jesse D. 
Carr, sutler to the second regiment of Tennessee 
volunteers, in the late war with Mexico, praying 
indemnity for property destroyed by the enemy; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of James 
H. Smith and Charles Stevens, praying indemni- 
ty for the loss of schooner Drumscale and cargo, 
wrecked at the mouth of the Patapsco river by 
striking upon submerged iron piles placed there 
by the Government; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BENJAMIN presented the petition of 
Charles Parsons, of Louisiana, praying the issue 
of a register to the brig Amelia, under the name 
of Abby Frances; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, a memorial of owners and occupants of 
lands lying within the Bastrop grant, Louisiana, 
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referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. |; Post Roads. 


Mr. RUSK presented a petition of citizens of 
the United States praying Congress to take such 
measures as will secure the liquidation of their 
claimg against Mexico, arising from losses and 
damages sustained from the confiscation of mer- 


chandise by that Republic, in violation of treaty | 
stipulations; which was referred to the Commit- | 


tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the memorial of Rachel Herbert, praying 
compensauon for extra services performet 
her late husband, Nathaniel Herbert, deceased, 


while an assistant messenger in the Post Office | 


Department; which was referred to the Committee | 


on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. TOUCEY presented four memorials of per- 
sons engaged and interested in the navigation of 


Long Island Sound, and the adjacent waters, | 


praying an appropriation for the erection of a fog 
yell at Saybrook light-house, in Long Island 
Sound; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. CASS presented the following memorials, 
praying the sieaiiae of such measures as will se- 
cure to American citizens residing or traveling in 
foreign countries the enjoyment of their rights of 
conscience and religious fonedenh: 

Memorial of ministers and elders of Madison 


Presbytery, and citizens of Rising Sun, Indiana; | 
Two memorials of citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, 


and its vicinity; 


Memorial of citizens of Louisville, Kentucky; 


and 


Memortal of members of the General Assembly | 
of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, in ses- | 


sion at Memphis, Tennessee. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of G. G. Cushman and the 


heirs of Thomas Bartlett be withdrawn {rom the files of the | 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- | 


tions. 


On motion by Mr. COOPER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of James A. Glending be | 


withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the | 


Committee on Claims. 
CHEAP OCEAN POSTAGE. 


Mr. BADGER presented a petition of citizens 
of Wilmington, Raleigh, and various towns in 
North Carolina, praying a reduction in the rates 
of ocean postage; also a petition of inhabitants 
of the town of Newbern, 
tion of inhabitants of Guilford county, North 
Carolina; and a petition of the inhabitants of the 
town of Wilmington, North Carolina, in favor of 
the same object; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. MASON. lam requested to present to 
the Senate the petition of certain inhabitants of the 
town of Union, Loudon county, Virginia, asking 
for the reduction of ocean postage. I heara the 


orth Carolina; a peti- | 


Senator from North Carolina (Mr. Bapeer] pre- | 


sent a series of similar petitions a few moments 
ago. [ have presented one or two from the interior 
of my own State; and it is a singular fact that 
petitions on this subject should come from the in- 
terior. It so happens that the gentleman who 


sent me this petition, states in his letter to me | 


that it had been sent to him by Mr. Elihu Burritt, 
with the request that he would get signatures, 
and send it to the Senate. 

Mr. BADGER. That I understand to be the 
ease in regard to those I presented. 

Mr. MASON. I do not wish it to be inferred, 


in presenting these petitions, that I impliedly give | 
any Opinion upon the propriety or expediency of | 


the proposed reduction of ocean postage. I| ask 
that the petitions be referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

They were so referred. 

Mr.GWIN. I have joint resolutions on the 
same subject, of more authority than the petitions 
presented by the Senators from Virginia and North 
Carolina. They are the joint resolutions of the 
re of California, which passed both 
bodies unanimously, in favor of the reduction of 
ocean postage. I ask that the 
to the same committee, and ordered to be printed. 

It wae so ordered. 


| strance is particularly directed. 


by 


Mr. GILLETTE presented a petition of inhab- 
itants of the town of Wolcottville, Connecticut; 
and a petition of the inhabitants of the tawn of 
Bristol, Connecticut, praying a reduction of the 
rates of ocean postage; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. EVANS presented a petition of citizens of 
Columbia, South Carolina, praying a reduction of 
the rates of ocean postage; which was referred to 
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ee ae { . i 
praying to be protected in their rights; which was || referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. | 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions,to whom were referred documents in relation 
to the claim of Betsy Whipple, widow of Stephen 
Whipple, a soldier in the last war with Great 
3ritain, to a pension, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill for her relief; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. The repdrt was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Abigail Saunders, 
praying to be allowed bounty land as the widow 


of Joseph Davis, a soldier in the last war with || 


Great Britain, submitted an adverse report thereon; | 


which was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on Pen- | 


sions, to whom was referred the petition of Peter 
Amey, praying a pension on account of wounds 
received in the naval service of the United States, 
during the last war with Great Britain, submitted 
a report, accompanied by a bill for the relief of 
Peter Amey, (colored man;) which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. 
dered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 


were referred the following petitions, submitted || 


adverse reports thereon; which were ordered to 
be printed: 


Petition of William B. May and others, citizens || 


of Massachusetts, praying the enactment of a law 
authorizing certain invalid pensioners of the United 
States, living in that State, to draw pensions from 
the date of the injury received in the public ser- 
vice; 
& Petition of Jane M. Rudulph, widow of Thomas 
C. Rudulph, late captain in the United States 
revenue service, praying for a pension; and 
Petition of John R. Presher, praying to be 
allowed back pension. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SLIDELL asked and obtained the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate to introduce a bill for 


The report was or- || 


the relief of the assignees or legal representatives | 


of Jacques Moulon; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 


NEW YORK ASSAY OFFICE. 


Mr. FISH. I have been requested to present 
the remonstrance of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the city of New York, against any alteration of 
the existing law with regard to the assay office in 
that city, which may affect its present efficacy. 
A bill is on the table against which this remon- 
I move, there- 
fore, that the remonstrance lie on the table. 

Mr. GWIN. I will take this occasion to say 
that there was an Omission in that part of the bill 
against which this remonstrance is presented, 
which is the cause of the opposition to it. It is in- 
tended by the Committee on Finance to have that 
corrected when the bill comes before us again. 

Mr. FISH. Then, do I understand the Sena- 
tor to mean that when the bill comes up, the 
two sections which are excepted will be stricken 


| out? 


Mr. GWIN. 
the principal objection to the bill is that it gives to 


|| the depositors in the assay office, in the city of 
| New York, only the right to redemption in bullion— 


may be referred | 


in bars. The object of the bill was to allow them 


| to be paid in coin, or refined or assayed bars, 


Mr. COOPER presented a petition of inhabit- || 
ants of Norristown, Pennsylvania, praying a re- | 


duction of ihe rates of ocean postage; which was 


doing away entirely with certificates, and paying 
them in coin at the New York assay office. That 
was the object of the bill. 

Mr. FISH. This remonstrance will reach even 
the proposition which [ understand the Senator 
now to Indicate as that which the committee will 
propose, 

he remonstrance was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


I will state to the Senate that || 
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THE NEBRASKA BILL. 

Mr. WELLER. [ask leave to present join 
resolutions which have been passed by the Levis 
| lature of California, upon the subject of the Ne. 
braska bill. I may be allowed to say that is ; 
exceedingly gratifying to the delegation from that 
| State in Congress, to find that their action has 

been sustained by the representatives of the 4 
ple in the Legislature. These resolutions affirm 
the propriety of that bill. They Passed the 

House of Assembly with only ten votes againgt 

them, and passed the Senate with an Opposition 
of only seven votes. This, 1 undertake to say, is 
one of the most decisive votes that has been given 
by the Legislature of any State since the agitation 
of the Nebraska question. As the subject has 
been disposed of by the Senate, I move that the 
resolutions be laid upon the table, and be ordered 

| to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I offer the following regoly. 
tion, and hope that the Senate will unanimously 
| consent to its consideration now: 
Resolved, That the Senate will hereafter meet at eleven 
o’clock, a.m. 
Mr. BRIGHT and others objected, and the 
resolution went over one day under the rule. 
Mr. GWIN subsequently introduced the fy}. 
lowing resolution, and asked for its immediate 
consideration: 


Resolved, That from and after Monday next, uniil other. 
| wise ordered, the daily hour of meeting of the Senate shal! 
be eleven o’clock, a. m. 


Mr. FISH. Let it lie over. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest 
that the Senator from Texas has offered a regolu- 
tion similar to that. 


Mr.GWIN. Then I withdraw mine. 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


Mr. BADGER. I submitted, a few days ago, 
the Senate will recollect, a resolution to rescind 
the order which we made for the printing, by our 
printer, of certain copies of the agricultural portion 
of the Patent Office report, with a resolution order- 
ing the simpie printing of the same number which 
was contemplated by the resolution which I pro- 
pose to rescind, for the reason which | explained 
at the time, that the resolution might be passed 
by the Senate after the modification of our exist- 
ing law, made by a provision agreed upon by the 
two Houses in the deficiency bill, so that we might 
| get rid of the question of the printing being done 

by our printer. It will now be done by our printer 
| without putting the words in the resolution. As 
the work ought to be now in progress, | hope the 
Senate will take up, and dispose of those resolu- 
tions. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tions; which were as follows: 

Resolved, That the resolution for printing certain addi 


tional copies of the agricultural portion of the Patent Office 
report, agreed to by the Senate on the 29th instant, be, and 


|, the same is hereby, rescinded. 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 
| forty thousand additional copies of the same, with the plates 
accompanying it, of which five thousand shall be for the 

| use of the Patent Office. 


Mr. BADGER. It will be necessary to modify 
the resolution by making it read the ‘29th of 
May,’’ as we have now got into June. 

The resolutions, as modified, were agreed to. 


MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. DOUGLAS, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
providing for the annual meeting of Congress; 
which was read twice by its title. =f 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not know that it is 
necessary to refer the bill to any committee. It 
| makes the annual meeting of Congress to com- 

mence on the first Monday in October instead of 
the first Monday in December, so as nearly to 
| equalize the two sessions of Congress. 

Mr. GWIN. I suggest to the Senator that he 
let the bill lie on the table, and have it ordered to 
be printed, 

The PRESIDENT. That order will be made, 
unless it be referred. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let it go on the Calendar. 


AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I offer the following res- 
\| olution: 


| 
1] 
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Resited, That the 30th rule for conducting the business 
( the Senate, be amended by inserting after the word 
«etanding,” the words ** or select ; 
go that the clause will read: 
_“ or moved by the direction ofa standing Or select com- 
mitiee ot tine Senate.’’ 


{ will read the whole rule: 


«No amendment proposing additional appropriations 
hall be received to any general appropriation bill, unless 
+ be made to carry out the provisions of some existing law, 


rsome act OF resolution previously passed by the Senate 


juring that session, or moved by direction of a standing 
ommittee of the Benate, or in pursuance ot an estimate 
from the head of some of the Departments, and no amend 
nent shall be received whose object is to provide for a pri 
claim, unless it be to carry out the provisions of an 


vate . 
risting law, Or a treaty stipulation. 


[t seems to me the recommendation of a select 
.ommittee is entitled to as much consideration as 
that of a standing committee. I hope, therefore, 
as the amendment is one which is so obviougly 
iust, the Senate will at once agree to the resolutiOn. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out all of the rule after the word 
“law.” 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Is the amendment to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi in order? He does not propose to amend 
the resolution which I have offered. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion 
that it is not in order. 


The resolution was agreed to by a vote, on a | 


division, of ayes 22, noes 12. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills: 

A bill to authorize the selection of school dis- 
tricts, in lieu of the sixteenth sections, within the 


twelve miles square reservation, State of Ala- | 


bama. 
A bill to authorize a register to be issued to the 
steamer E] Paraguay by a new name. 


ELIJAH BEEBE, 
Mr.SEBASTIAN. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs have had under consideration the House 
bill for the relief of the widow and heirs of Elijah 
Beebe, and directed me to report it back and rec- 
ommend its passage. As itis fora small amount, 
as its payment has been so long withheld, and as 
the evidence is so very satisfactory, I ask for its 

consideration at the present time. 


The Senate accordingly proceeded to consider | 


the bill, as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to the parties mentioned, $3,016—the 
amount of principal adjudged to be justly due, 
and owing to them from the confederated tribes 


of Sac and Fox Indians, by the Hon. Henry | 


Dodge, Governor of Wisconsin Territory, and 
ex officio superintendent of Indian affairs, by his 
original certificate, numbered eight, given at the 
‘‘superintendency of Indian affairs for the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin, Mineral Point, July 7, 1837.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


BOOKS TO NEW MEMBERS. 

Mr. FOOT. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the resolution which was called 
up some days ago by the Senator from Jowa, [Mr. 
Jones, ] not now present. [t provides for the dis- 
tribution of eight copies of the pension and bounty 
land laws to new members. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The resolution was agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the joint resolution of the 24th of Febru- 
pe! 1854, for supplying new members of the present Con- 
om with all such books of a public character, and in the 
Fe Proportion as were furnished to members of either 

ouse during the last Congress, embrace Mayo and Moul- 
= * edition of the Pension, Bounty Land Laws, &c., in 
€ proportion of eight copies to each of said new mem- 


bers; and that the Secretary of the Senate shall so under- 
stand and execute the said resolution. 


THE UNITED STATES MINT. 
Mr. FISH submitted the following resolution ; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, 


and agreed to: 


tole, That the Secretary of the Treasury be required 
\o Communteate to the Senate copies of all quarterly or 
er accounts of the expenditures of the Mint, which have 
bons returned since the 3d day of March, 1853 ; and also, a 
. teatent of the amount received or charged to depositors 
Mint at Philadelphia, since the 3d of March, 1853, 


| sent of the House to allow me to report a bill. 


| reference? 


| be better to wait till there be a quorum, to dis- 


| . The SPEAKER. Then, by the unanimous 


| ent time. 


| receiving reports from committees. 


| peditiously. 
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tor refining, parting, wastage, or other charges, specifying || 
the amount under each separate charge 


INDIGENT INSANE BiLL VETO. | 


The Senate resumed the reconsideration of the 
bill making a grant of public lands to the several 
States of the Union for the benefit of indigent in- 
sane persons, which had been returned by the 
President of the United States, with his objections. 

Mr. CASS addressed the Senate against the 
bill, and in support of the veto. [His speech will 
be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. CLAYTON. I purpose to reply to the 
honorable Senator trom Michigan on this subject. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator, 1 presume, does 
not desire to continue the debate to-day. I move 
to postpone the further consideration of this sub- 
ject until to-morrow, with the view of going into 
Executive session. i] 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 

A message was received from the House of 

Representatives, by Mr. Forwey, their Clerk, 


announcing that they had passed a concurrent 
resolution, fixing the 14th of August for the ad- 


journment, sine die, of the two Houses of Con- 


gress at the present session. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 


ness; and, after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened; and the Senate adjourned. 


— —_— ——————————— } 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespar, June 13, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wittiam H. Mivsorn. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


Mr. DENT. As I am about to leave the city 
on account of ill health, I ask the unanimous con- 


Prayer 


Mr. HAMILTON. Is it for the purpose of || 

Mr. DENT. 1 wish to have it referred, and 
placed upon the Calendar. 

There being no objection, the bill was then re- 
ceived, read a first and second time by its title, as || 
follows: 

A bill for the reliefof Mrs. Mary A. M. Jones. | 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House, | 
and ordered to be printed. 


| 
PACIFIC RAILROAD BILL. 
Mr. HAVEN. On some day last week I in- 


| troduced a resolution to close debate upon the 


Pacific railroad bill. {! do not know whether it ' 
was entertained. If it was, 1 desire to amend it 
so as to close the debate to-morrow, at two 
o’clock. 
The SPEAKER. The motion was not enter- 
tained. The understanding had by the Clerk was, 


| that the gentleman withdrew it for the time being. 


Mr. HAVEN. I then move the ordinary res- 
olution to close debate on that bill to-morrow, at | 


two o’clock. 
The SPEAKER. The business first in order | 


| is the consideration of the question of privilege || 


raised by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gup- 


| DINGS.) 


Mr. CLINGMAN. There is evidently no quo- | 
rum in the House at present; and I think it would 


pose of that matter. 


consent of the House, that matter goes over for a 
moment. The motion of the gentleman [Mr. 
Haven] will be received. 

Mr. HENN. 1 wish to appeal to the gentle- 
man from New York not to interfere with the 
morning hour by making this motion at the pres- 


ness before us, and consume the morning hour in 


Mr. HAMILTON. 
not commenced yet. 
Mr. HENN. But we ought to receive reports | 


The morning hour has 


| during the morning hour. 


Mr. HAVEN. One thing at a time, gentle- 


| men, and we will get on quite as well and as ex- | t 
I propose the resolution to close || Committee on Public 


debate on the Pacific railroad bill to-morrow at 


| matter which can be readily disposed of. 


| for that purpose. 


| stance of the amendment. 


| the possession of the 


We have fixed a day for adjournment; | 
let us, therefore, go on regularly with the busi- 
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two o’clock,p. m. And I would say,in addition, 


| that I do not choose to interfere in the manage- 


ment of that bill, as gentlemen who are very com- 
vetent on that subject have it in charge; but if its 
iscussion is to be continued, then I think itright 


| to have the debate limited in accordance with the 


terms of my resolution. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I ask the gentleman from 
New York to withdraw his proposition, as I pur- 
pose to-day, after the House has gone into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


| to have a final disposition made of the bill for the 


present, and perhaps for this session of Congress 


} | do not intend that it shall occupy further time of 


the House this session. Perhaps that will meet 
the views of the gentlemen from New York, and 
other gentlemen. 

Mr. HAVEN. My only desire in relation to 
this matter is, to keep the discussion within a rea- 


|| sonable compass, and to use the ordinary dili- 


This is a 
1 had 
no desire to interfere improperly with the business 
of the gentleman from California. | therefore, 
for the present, withdraw my resolution, with the 
understanding that the gentleman from California 
will introduce a proposition for the final disposi- 


gence in the transaction of business. 


| tion of the matter. 


Mr. McDOUGALL. 


I want to offeran amend- 


' . . : e } > . I}. 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- || ™e"t or substitute to the Pacific railroad bill; and 


to enable me to do so, [ now move that the rules 
of the House be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Willthe gentleman from 
California allow me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. McDOUGALL. 1 withdraw my motion 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


If the gentleman from Cali- 


| fornia desires to have a postponement of the special 


order on the Pacific railroad bill made by unani- 
mous consent, the House is the proper place to 
have it done, and not the Comniittee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. If the gentleman has 
an amendment or substitute to that bill which he 


| wishes to offer, he wants to have it printed, of 


course. - This he can have ordered by the House, 


|| and not by the committee. 


Mr. McDOUGALL. Then I am authorized 


| by the special committee on the Pacific railroad to 


propose the following amendment to the bill. 

Several Mempers. Read it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. It is not necessary to 
have it read. Leet it be printed. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I want to state the aub- 
Its purpose is to limit 
the northern route by the same parallel of latitude 
which limits the southern route; that is, by the 
thirty-seventh parallel. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to postpone the further consid- 
eration of this bill to the second Monday in 
December next. 

Mr. PHELPS. | understand, Mr. Speaker, 
that the railroad surveys which have been made are 
not yet ready to be reported, and that, when they 
are presented, they will show the fact of the prac- 
ticability of a route in which those I represent 
are interested, commencing on the border of the 
State of Missouri, and extending by the way of 
Albuquerque to the eastern border of California, 
I therefore hope the bill will be postponed until 
the report of the surveys already made shall bein 

Touse. 
If there be no objection to 


The SPEAKER. 


| the motion of the gentleman from California, the 


postponement indicated by him will be ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON. And the amendment just 
offered be printed ? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, it is so ordered. 

Mr. COBB. Now let us have the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the special order waa postponed. 


| and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
| which latter motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The first business is the con- 
sideration of the resolution offered a few days 
since by the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Grp- 
DINGS. 

Ms TAYLOR, of Ohio. 1 ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to make a report from the 
Buildings and Grounds, 


that it may be printed for the use of members. 
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Mr. HENDRICKS. I object. 

Mr. COBB. Let us call the committees for 
reports, and we shall get to it directly, 

Mr. TAYLOR. I desire to make the report 
merely that it may be printed. I hope the gen- 
tleman will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I cannot do it. 

Mr. RUSSELL, by unanimous consent, and 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced the 
following bill; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill to extend the benefits of an act entitled 
** An act granting bounty lands to certain officers 
and soldiers who have been engaged in the military 
service of the United States,”’ approved September 
28, 1850; and of an act entitled ‘* An act to make 
bounty land warrants assignable, and for other 
purposes,”? approved March 22, 1852, to those 
officers and soldiers who served twenty days, ac- 
cording to the provisions of said act. 

Mr. COBB. I call for the regular order of 
business = 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Gippines,] a few days since. If it is 
the pleasure of the House to postpone further the 
consideration of that proposition, then the con- 
sideration of the report made by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Sranron] is first in order. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I demand the question 
upon the first resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

** Whereas, A. O. P. Nicholson, Esq., printer of this 
body, and editor and proprietor of the Washington Union, 
in bis paper of this morning, has published an article most 
evidently designed to excite unlawful violence upon mem 
bers of this body: Therefore, 

* Resolved, That the said A. O. P. Nicholson, and all 
other persons connected with the Washington Union, be 
expelled from this Hall.’ 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion is to 
lay the resolution upon the table; and upon that 
motion the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I desire to modify the res- 
olution by striking out the words, ‘‘and all other 
persons connected with the Washington Union,’’ 
so that it shall refer only to A. O. P. Nicholson, 
the editor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman has no right 
to modify it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
his control. 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion is to 
lay upon the table, and the previous question has 
not been ordered. 

Mr. HENN. [ inquireof the Chair if the gen- 
tleman has the right to modify his resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. He has, as there has been 
no. action ‘upon it, further than ordering the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. HENN. I understand that the previous 
question has been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay the resolution on the table; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 100, nays 32; as follows: 

YER AS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, 
Ashe, David J. Bailey, Barry, Belcher, Bocock, Boyce, 
Bridges, Brooks, Bugg, Caruthers, Caskie, Churchwell, 
Ulark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cook, Cox, John G. Da- 
vis, Dawson, Dent, Drum, Dunbar, Dunham, Edmundson, 
Bilison, English, Fiorence, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, Green- 


wood, Hamilton, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hill, Hillyer, | 


Houston, Hunt, Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Latham, Letcher, Lindley, Mac- 
donald, McDougall, McMullin, Macy, May, Jonn G. Mil- 
Jer, Smith Miller, Millson, Murray, Nichols, Olds, Orr, 
Peck, Phelps, Powell, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, 
Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Ruffin, Seward, Shan- 
non, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, Williant R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, David 
Stuart, John J. Taylor, John L, ‘Paylor, Nathaniel G. Tay 


jor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Wells, | 


Westbrook, Witte, and Daniel B. Wright—10v. 
NAYS—Messrs. Appleton, Ball, Benson, Campbell, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Corwin, Crocker, Dick, Edmands, 


It evidently is still within | 


Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Goodrich, Aaron Harlan, Ha- }| 


ven, Howe, Knox, Morgan, Norton, Parker, Pringle, David 
Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Gerrit Smith, Tracy, Upham, 
Walley, Israel Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, and 
Yates—3}. 


So the resolution was laid upon the table. 
TREASURER’S REPORT ON BANKS. 


} 


} 
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of the annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury, on 
the condition of the banks of the United States, communi- 
cated tothe House of Representatives on the Istinstant, be 
printed for the use of the Treasury Departinent. 

An amendment was pending to add at the end 
of the resolution the words— 


Provided, ‘That nothing herein contained shall be so con- 
strued as to authorize any charge for second composition. 


Mr. HAVEN. Ido not desire to debate the 
resolution at all, but it strikes me that the proviso 
to the resolution is in conflict with the law which 
was passed a few daysago. The law was, that 
the printer of each House should have pay for 
composition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is reminded by 
the Clerk that the pending motion is to lay the 
resolution upon the table 

Mr. HAVEN. 1 did notintend to express any 
opinion upon the merits of this resolution, but it 
seemed to me that that proviso was in violation 
of the section of a deficiency bill which we passed 
the other day, in reference to the printers of the 
two Houses. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. The gentle- 
man from New York will permit me to say that 
that proviso willhave no effect in the present case. 
The work has not yet been commenced, and, 
therefore, no expense has yet been incurred for 
composition. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will state to the 
gentleman from New York that that proviso was 
attached because the printer of the House had 
been ordered to do this work; and if the form had 
been distributed, the work was not to be repub- 
lished. 

Mr. STANTON. I will state that the work 
has not been commenced, and therefore no extra 
expense will b@Incurred for composition. 

The question was taken; and the House refysed 
to lay the resolution upon the table. 

The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the amendment; and being taken, it was 
adopted, 

The question was then taken upon the resolu- 
tion, as amended, and it was adopted. 


RECEPTION OF REPORTS. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I was acci- 
dentally absent from the House on Saturday on 
business at one of the Departments, when the 
committees were called for reports; | have a 
report from the select committee appointed in ref- 
erence to employing militaty officers upon civil 
works. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
House to make the report, merely for the purpose 
of having it printed and referred. 

Mr. ORR. Will it give rise to débate? 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly not. I merely 
wish to have it referred and printed. 

There being no objection, 


Mr. 8S. reported a bill; which was read a first || 


and second time by its title, as follows, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
Union, and, with the report, ordered to be printed: 

A bill to restore the civil superintendence at the 
national armories. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I understand that the 
gentleman from Alabama withdraws his objection 
to the report which | desired to make; I therefore 
propose to present it now. 

Mr. COBB. 
tion. I should not have objected at all if I had 
known the gentleman’s object. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I want to know what the 
gentleman’s object is. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Simply to have it referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 
time. ; 

There being no objection, 

The following bill was received, read a first and 
second time by its title, as follows, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed: 


A bill to authorize the Secretary of War to 


| purchase of the proprietor the building now in the 


occupancy of the Government, situated at the cor- 
ner of Seventeenth and F streets, in the city of 


|| Washington. 


Mr. HENN. I now call for the regular order 


, || of business. 
The question then recurred upon the following ! 


The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will con- 


resolution, reported by Mr. Srawnron, of Ken- || sider objection as having been made to all further 


tucky, from the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That one thousand five hundred extra copies 


propositions for unanimous consent of the House. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE. I wish to state to the 


Certainly, | withdraw my objec- | 


I have been anxious to make it for some | 
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House that I was not in my seaton last Saterday 
’ 


when, | understand, some reports were pr 

from the Committee on Military MGiics. tt 
had heen here, I should have presented Several 
Senate bills and reports, which had then in m 
drawer. I have no personal interest in any of 
these bills; but it is perhaps due to the parties who 
are interested in them that I should ask the con- 
sent of the House to have them referred and 
printed. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I wish to say that I am 
in the same situation, and that I desire to have 
the same indulgence extended to me. 

There being no objection, 

Mr. ETHERIDGE, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back bills, with the 
recommendation that they do pass; which were 
severally read a first and second time by their titles 
as follows, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
Howse, made the order of the day for to-morrow 
and ordered to be printed: . 

A bill to provide for three months’ extra pay t 
the third regiment of Missouri volunteers; 

A bill for the relief of Charles A. Wilgus; 

Senate bill (No. 229) for the relief of Thomas 
S. Russell; and 

Senate bill (No. 308) for the relief of A. G. 
Bennett. 

Mr. FLORENCE, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported back bills of the following 
titles, with the recommendation that they do pass; 
which were severally referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, made the order of the day for 
to-morrow, and ordered to be printed: 

Senate bil (No. 144) for the relief of Purser 
T. P. McBlair; and 

Senate bill (No. 35) for the relief of M. K. 
Warrington and C. St. J. Chubb, exeeutors of 
Captain Lewis Warrington and others. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Has the morning hour com- 
menced ? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. 
begin. 

‘he SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, the 
House agreed that the several gentlemen who in- 
dicated their purpose to do so might make reports 
from committees, and the Chair has been acting 
upon that order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I make no objection to re- 
ceiving the reports referred to. yielded my 
assent to the proposition when made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is now merely 

_ acting under the order of the House. 

Mr. BROOKS. I move that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the business upon the 
Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. 
| this time. 

Mr. PRINGLE, from the Committee on [n- 
dian Affairs, reported adversely on the petitions of 
Charles A. Grignon and Joshua Vandruff; which 
were laid upon the table, and, with the accompa- 
nying reports, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ORR, from the Committee on Indian Af 
fairs, reported back Senate bill No. 224, entitled 
‘* An act for the relief of the representatives of 
Joseph Watson, deceased, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass; which was referred to a Com- 
| mittee of the Whole House, made the order of 
the day for to-morrow, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House for consideration is a bill of the following 
title: ** A bill granting lands equally to the several 
|| States to aid in the construction of railroads and 
|| for the support of schools.’”’ If the Chair recol- 
|, lects correcily, the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
| Hami.ron} is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAMILTON. . The eonsideration of that 
bill was postponed for four weeks. 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is right, and 
|| the time to whieh the bill was postponed has not 
|| yet arrived. The question then first before the 
|| House for consideration is a bill of the following 
|} title: 


i} 
i} 


0 


It has not. 
HOUSTON. Then I ask that it now 


It is not in order to dosoat 


| 


PAY OF DEPUTY POSTMASTERS,. 

| A bill further to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
} reduce and modify the rates of postage in the Uni- 
'| ted States, and for other purposes,” passed March 
|| 3, 1851, and an act amendatory thereto, assed 
March 3, 1852. There is a motion pending to 
amend the bill, 
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Mr. OLDS. I presume, Mr. Speaker, there 
will be no objection to my reporting from the 
Ce mmitteeon the Post Office and Post Roads **An 

. regulating the pay of deputy postmasters.’’ It 
a already passed this House, gone to the Senate, 
and been returned with an amendment. Phe com- 
mittee recommend a concurrence in the Senate 
amendment with an amendment. 

There being no objection, Mr. Oxps then re- 


ported the bill. 
The amendment of the Senate was read, as 


‘ollows: 
‘ At page two, line twenty, strike aut all after the word 
«orovided,”? and insertin lieu thereof as follows: 

That to any postmaster of a distributing office at which 
the commissions, allowances, and emoluments, since the 

st day of March, 1853, have been insufficient to defray 
the actual and necessary expenses, and afford the post- 
masters the annual compensation derived from commis- 
<ions at the Office before said 30th of March, the Postmaster 
General may, in his diseretion, allow quarterly from the 
date aforesaid, out of the postage collected at any such 
office, an amount sufficient to supply such deficiency : Pro- 
ded further, That to any postmaster of a separating office, 
at any such Office, whose commssions, allowances, and 
emoluments may be found insufficient to provide the extra 
labor necessary to a prompt and efficient performance of 
the duties of separating and dispatching the mails passing 
through his office, the Postmaster General may make such 
quarterly allowances out of the postages collected at such 
office as he may deem sufficient to compensate such extra 
labor. This act shall take effect and be in force from and 
alter the commencement of the next fiscal quarter after its 


t 


passage. 

The amendment proposed by the committee to 
the Senate amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “ labor”? insert the following: 


Provided further, That the commissions and allowances 
authorized Dy this act shall be subject to the provisions of }| 


the forty first section of the act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce 
into one the several acts establishing and regulating the 
Post Office Department:”? 4nd provided further, That the 
Postmaster General may, in his discretion, dispose of any 
quarterly returns of mails sent or received which were 
made up previous t’ the Ist day of July, 1850, preserving 
the accounts current, and all vouchers accompanying such 
accounts, and the use of such portion of the proceeds 
thereof as may be necessary to defray the cost of separating 
and disposing of the same. 

Mr. OLDS. It is necessary, perhaps, for me 
toexplain tothe House that the bill we sent to the 
Senate provided that the Postmaster General, in 
making extra compensation to, the pogtmasters of 
the distributing and separating offices, should have 
reference to the amount that they received under 
the act of the 3d of March, 1851. The Senate 
struck out that provision, and inserted one leaving 
it discretionary with the Postmaster General to 
give them such increased compensation as will 
compensate them for the increased labor they per- 
form. In striking out that provision of the bill, 
the Senate also struck out the proviso which had 
reference to the forty-first section of the general 
act regulating the Post Office Department, and 
which required the postmasters to return all over 
acertain amount of commissions to the general 
revenues of the Post Office Department. Our 
committee propose a concurrence in the amend- 
ment of the Senate, with an amendment restoring 
that proviso, making the deputy postmasters still 
subject to the forty-first section of the act regu- 
lating the Post Office Department. ‘They do it for 
this reason: that although this amendment, if it 
becomes a law, may not repeal that provision, yet 
there is a doubt in the minds of the committee 
whether it does or does not. This amendment 
removes that doubt. The Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads in the Senate thought it did 
not repeal the provision; but it is the opinion of 
the committee of the House that it does repeal it. 
In order to place the matter in a clear light, it is 
now proposed to restore the provision. Mr. Rusk, 
of the Post Office Committee in the Senate, has 
agreed that it shall be restored, inasmuch as it 
removes all doubt. The effect might be this: if 
you do not restore the proviso making these post- 
masters subject to the forty-first section of the 
general act regulating the Post Office Department, 
the postmaster in New York may receive $60,000 
or $70,000 commission a year. Under that sec- 
tion, he is compelled to return all over $2,000 to 
the general revenues of the Post Office Depart- 
ment. For the sake of safety, the committee of 
the House recommend the restoration of this pro- 
viso. 

Then there is an amendment made by the com- 
mittee authorizing the Postmaster General to dis- 


} 


papers to be disposed of in the manner suggested, 
in the year 1845. [t operated only up to that time. 
But they have again accumulated in the Post Office 
Department to such an extent that they have to 
be thrown into the entries and the hall, until they 
have become a nuisance and an obstruction. It 
is not necessary for me to say anything more on 
this subject; but I will send to the Clerk a letter 
from the Auditor of the Post Office Department, 
which explains the object of this amendment better 
than [ can do it. 


' The letter was read from the Clerk’s desk, and 
is as follows: 


AvpiTor’s Orricer, (P. O. D.,) May 10, 1854. 
Sir: Many thousands of postmasters’ quarterly returns 
and accounts, made since Ist of January last, are lying 


| upon the floors of the passages in this building, for want of 


room for them elsewhere. A like state ef things existed 
in 1850, when Congress, in the act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1851,” 
approved September 16, provided as follows: 

** And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized, in 
his discretion, to dispose of, to the best advantage, any 
quarterly returns of mails sent or received, which were 
made up previous to 1845, preserving the accounts current, 
and all vouchers accompanying such accounts, and to use 
such portion of the proceeds thereof as may be necessary 
to defray the cost of separating and disposing of the 
same.’? 

In pursuance of that provision, the transcripts of mails 
sent and received were separated from the accounts and 
vouchers, up to 1845, and sold; thus making room for all 


| quarterly returns received from the passage of that act to 
| the first of the present year—and the sales amounted to 


about $1,200. 1 am informed by those in this office who 
performed the work of separation on that occasion, that a 
like disposition of the transcripts returned up to 1850 would 
make sufficient room to file away the quarterly returns for 
three years from the Ist of January last, by the expiration 
of which period the building will doubtless be enlarged. | 
therefore respectfully suggest, for your consideration, the 
propriety and expediency of your asking, at this time, for 
a similar enactment to that of September 16, 1850, herein 
quoted. 

I have the honor to be, with the greatest respect, your 
obedient servant, 

WILLIAM FP. PHILLIPS, Auditor. 

Hon. James CaMpBe.., Postmaster General. 


Mr. OLDS. I want to add, further, Mr. 
Speaker, I have been inquired of by some of the 
members here to know how far back this bili pro- 
poses to allow the Postmaster General to go, and 
increase the compensation of the deputy post- 
masters of the country. All the deputy post- 


| masters of thecountry, except those in distributing 
| and separating offices, will begin to receive their 
increased compensation from the commencement 


of the next fiscal quarter. 
separating offices the bill gives the Postmaster 
General power to go back to the 3lst of March, 
1853, and to give increased compensation to the 
postmasters of such offices for that time. 

W hen this bill was up for consideration in the 
House before, | demonstrated to the House that 
the postmasters of distributing offices did not re- 


| ceive sufficient compensation, under the existing 
| laws, to pay for their office rent and their clerk 


| themselves. 


hire, and the incidental expense of their office, by 
appropriating every dollar of their commission, 
without receiving a single cent compensation 
This being the condition of things, 


| it was thought advisable to permit the Postmaster 


General to go back to the 3lst of March, 1853— 


| the time when the last act reducing the compen- 


sation of postmasters went into effect. 
Now, permit me to - a word to my friend 
from New York, [Mr. Haven,] who, the other 


day, it appeared to me, made an ungenerous at- 


tack upon me, and so much out of his ordinary 


| course of courtesy towards the members of this 
| House, that I could not help being somewhat 
| nettled by it, coming, as it did, from him. 


That gentleman charges me with an effort to 
increase the compensation of postmasters from 
the time you discharged the deputy postmasters 
of the last Administration, or, in other words, 
from the time this new bevy of postmasters, the 
‘* hangers-on,”’ as he calls them, came into office. 
The gentleman must have known, if hehas inves- 
tigated the matter, that on the last day of the last 
session of Congress we passed a law diminishing 
the commissions of postmasters. That gentle- 
man must know that deputy postmasters, under 
the late Whig Administration, received a larger 
commission ie we propose to give them, even 


| in this bill now under consideration before the 


pose of the quarterly returns, after they have been || House. Even if you pass this bill, which in- 


& certain time in his office. 


creases their compensation twenty-three and one 
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ten or twelve per cent. as much as they did under 
the late Whig Administration. 

So far, then, from its being true that the in- 
creased compensation is proposed to be given to 
deputy postmasters because they are Democratic, 
precisely the contrary istrue. I do not propose to 
give to these Democratic postmasters within ten or 
twelve per cent. as much compensation as was 
given to postmasters under the late Administration. 

It strikes me that the gentleman, [Mr. Haven, | 
with his usual courtesy, should withdraw any 
such charge against the chairman of the Commit- 
He knows 
full well that during the two last years of the last 
Administration—a W hig Administration—I occu- 
pied the same position, as chairman of that com- 
mittee, as 1 now do, and that | coéperated cor- 
dially with the head of the Post Office Department 
in carrying out all the reforms he desired to make. 
We gave him an increased number of elerks, and 
recommended an additional Assistant Postmaster 
General, although we knew that the recipients of 
those offices would all be Whigs, and not Demo- 
crats. 

1 say that under this state of things, those 
charges against me come with bad grace from my 
friend from New York. I might retort the charge 
if [thought fittodo so. But | willnotdoit. I ex- 
plained this matter fully once before. I explained 
that under the law of March 3, 1851; you re- 
quired the Auditor of the Post Office Department, 
i) settling the quarterly accounts of the deputy 
postmasters, to go back to the year 1851, and see 
what their compensation had been during that 
year; and that, im fixing their compensation, he 
should be governed by what it had been prior to 
the taking effect of the act of March 3, 1851. 
That Demoeratic Congress, in its liberality, gave 
the power toa Whig Pestmaster General to in- 
crease the compensations of deputy postmasters 
beyond what it was when the act of March 3, 
1851, went into effect, by twenty per cent. Such 
was the liberality of a Democratic Congress. But 
it was found to be utterly impossible for the Aud- 
itor of the Post Office Beane to have any 
reference to what the compensation had been prior 
to the taking effect of the act of March 3, 1851, 
and consequently each postmaster had the power 
to make out his own account, and the Auditor 
was compelled to allow it as so made out, right 
or wrong. 

It was the recommendation of a Whig Post- 
master General to change the law fixing the com- 
pensation; and, in accordance to that recommend- 
ation, the last Congress—a Democratic Congress 
—did change that compensation. But the esti- 
mates which were given to the Post Office Com- 
mittee were fallacious—not intentionally so—and 
the consequence was, that, instead of fixing the 
compensation of postmasters as we desired to fix 
it—at what it Co ieen prior to the taking effect 
of the act of March 3, 1851—we reduced it thirty- 
five per cent. below what it was under the Whig 
Administration. 

The fact is, that instead of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads having made an in- 
crease of compensation for a swarm of hungry 
postmasters, occupying the places of the Whigs 
who had been turned out of office, we have merely 
restored thet compensation, not to what it was 
under the cld Administration, but within ten or 
twelve per cent. of what it was then. That is the 
whole fact of the matter; and if the gentleman 
from New York had looked at the subject with the 
acuteness with which he usually regards every 
subject; if he had exercised that candor and for- 
bearance towards me which he usually exercises 
towards other members of this House upon every 
question, he would not have made so unjust an 
accusation against me. 

Why, sir, as I said before, | did notagree with 
the last Whig Administration in many of the 
measures which they indorsed, but that did not 
prevent me from co6perating with them in fixing 
the compensation to clerks and deputy postmas- 
ters, at a reasonable and proper rate. But, sir, l 
say again that the aotion of the Post Office Com- 
mittee is not what the gentleman has stated it to 
be. It is merely to restore a portion of thirty-five 
per centum, which, in consequence of erroneous 
estimates furnished to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, was made by the last Con- 
gress in the compensation of deputy postmasters, 


You passed a law of this kind, permitting these || half per cent., they will not then receive within || and therefore the charge he makes against me is 
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not true. 1am satisfied, from his usual candor | the same that we proposed in the deficiency bill 


and fairness in reference to all other subjects, that | 
if he had looked at the matter a little further, he | 


would not have so unjustly charged me with an 
effort to increase the commission of a hungry 
swarm of Democratic deputy postmasters. 

But the gentleman says that letters written by 
servant girls and serving men, containing testi- 
monials of their affection to their friends in the old 
country, through my desire to increase the com- 
mission of this hungry swatm of postmasters, 
must be taxed from three to five cents for the pur- 
pose of accomplishing that object—for the purpose 
of feeding these Democratic postmasters, who 
have been brought into office during the present 
Administration. Now,sir, if the gentleman from 
New York wanted to show his superior affection 
to these servant maids and the serving men of the 
country, I should have much preferred that he 
should have taken some other channel, some 
other mode of showing it, than by attacking the 
Administration and the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads upon this 
floor. 

Sir, I think I may safely say that in every mat- 
ter connected with the Post Office Department, 
during the present Administration, and during the 
last Administration, | have endeavored to steer 
clear of everything looking like partiality to the 
friends or the opponents of this Administration. 
Why, sir, no member of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads—and it is composed of 
both Whigs and Democrats—has dissented from 
a concurrence in the reports of that committee in 
relation to the measures which they have recom- 
mended to the House. We have had the utmost 
harmony in our action during the late Adminis- 
tration, and during the present Administration, 
among both Whig and Democratic members. 
Such has been our desire to make the administra- 
tion of this Department a national administration, 
and to steer clear of all political considerations, 
that nothing can be more unjust than the charge of 
the gentleman from New York; andif he exercises 
the candor and fairness on this occasion, which it 
is his custom to exercise on all occasions, he will 
withdraw it fully and entirely. 

Mr. HAVEN. I have but a few words to say 
in answer to my friend from Ohio. I think I may 
callhim so. He is right when he says that he 
believes that I had no intention or desire to charge 
him unfairly. Certainly | have not intended so 
to charge him. Perhaps the language which I[ 
used on the occasion referred to by him may be 
regarded ag rather strong. I intended it should 
be somewhat so; but the gentleman will do me the 


justice to recollect that the language was used on 


the occasion when he was advocating a proposi- 

tion then before the Committee of the Whole, to | 
raise the compensation of a mail agent—a mere 

agent—from $1,600 per annum to $5,000 per an- 

num, and that, too, over the recommendation of 

the Postmaster General, who, in the exuberance 

of his fancy, and the security of his power, dare 

not recommend it to be raised to over $4,000 per | 
annum, 

Let me state the whole case, so as to afford him 
all the strength which his position may gain by 
it—it a fortify him. The gentleman will recol- 
lect that | used the language referred to on the 
occasion, when he not only proposed that increase, 
but further proposed that it should go back one | 
year, so that the agent was not only to get $5,000 
per annum for the future, but $5,000 for the year 
which had gone by; thereby giving that single 
agent, that one man, $10,000 as mail agent, while 
the incumbent under a Whig Administration had 


only received $1,600 for one year, or $3,200 for 
two years, 


Mr. OLDS. If my friend will allow me, I shall | 


make one word of explanation. 
Mr. HAVEN. Certainly, sir; to be sure I 


will ailow you; and we will settle this matter 
amicably. 


Mr. OLDS. Thecommittee has now before it | 
® proposition from the former mail agent in Cali- | 
fornia under the former Administration, a Whig | 
agent, that he shall be remunerated for his services | 
by the receipt of the same compensation proposed | 


to be given the Democratic mail agent. We of 
the committee shall treat him precisely as we have | 


for the Democratic agent. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. 
mea word ? 

Mr. HAVEN. Notnow. Ihaveonly referred 
to this case of the mail agent incidentally, or, as 
they say in law, this is a kind of ancillary sug- 
gestion or proposition, pointing to the reasons 
why, on the occasion complained of, | had a right 
to feel a little indignant, and why I was betrayed 
into a somewhat warm expression of my feelings. 
The proposition to go from $1,600 per annum up 
to $10,L00 came from the gentleman from Ohio. 
Let that be borne in mind, sir. Really, I did no 
more expect such a monstrous proposition from 
him than he did the remarks which fell from me, 
in the heat of debate, in answer to it. So far as 
expectations and surprise are concerned, then, he 
will allow me to say that he may set his off against 
mine, and it will leave a large balance in my favor. 
When I was talking on that subject at the time 
complained of, it was for the purpose of endeav- 
oring to convince the Committee of the Whole 
that they ought not to entertain the gentleman’s 
proposition. The committee, as well as the 
House, sustained the views which I entertained 
and advocated on that occasion, and we kept the 
proposition where I desired it. 

Mr. OLDS. It was put on in the House by 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. HAVEN. I was wrong, Mr. Speaker, 
when I said that the committee, as well as the 
House, sustained the views I advocated on that 
occasion. | remember, now, the committee voted 
with me to reject it, and reported against it to 
the House; and [ thank the gentleman for the sug- 
gestion, for it reminds me of a little piece of small 
party machinery (Ido not intend to speak offen- 
sively) when we went into the House, by which 
the gentleman and his friends succeeded in getting 
the appropriation back again into the bill the next 
day for their friend, the mail agent, without the 
responsibility of putting themselves on record by 
yeas and nays. 

I hope my friend from Ohio will excuse me for 
these remarks now, as he has Kindly done in ref- 
erence to those on the former occasion, But the 
House will remember that my colleague from 
New York city, [Mr. Waeeter,| after the yeas 
and nays had been refused, by some sleight of 
hand trick on that mail agent item, moved a recon- 
sideration of the vote taken on it by tellers, on 
which reconsideration | called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. On taking them, 
the motion to reconsider failed by two or three 
votes, which my Democratic friendS screwed up 
their courage to withhold, as it was not a vote 
square upon the naked proposition to give the 
man the $10,000. And it was by that kind of 
machinery that the amendment was inserted in 
the bill, and a direct vote on the record in refer- 
ence to itavoided. It was on that occasion, and 
it was in reference to a transaction of that kind, 
that I was addressing the House when I made 
the remarks to which exception is now taken. 
Perhaps my remarks were a little fervid, slightly 
florid, more so than I desire to make them upon 
this oceasion. I wish to know, Mr. Speaker, if 
I was not justified in my remarks then, under the 
circumstances, to the entire extent as the gentle- 
man understood them. 

I deem it best now, Mr. Speaker, to point out 
to my friend from Ohio the extent to which I think 
[ was justified in what I said of postmasters and 
mail agents, and officers under the last and the 


Will my friend allow 


|| present Administrations; and I will incidentally 


notice what he has now said on the same subject. 


I do not propose to stop and discuss the matter | 
| here at any léngth. 


If there were abuses in the 
Post Office Department committed under the last 
Administration, which I deny, and which the gen- 
tleman has failed both to assert and to prove, I 
have nothing to say by way of extenuation. Sir, 
some of the members of the last Administration 
were my personal friends. Its distinguished head 
was, and is, an honest and a pure man. If Ad- 
ministrations that succeed that one shall be able 
to leave office with the country as prosperous, 
with the people as contented and happy, and with 
sentiments as firmly attached to the Union, with 
as few abuses in office, and as much general re- 


treated the Democrat. We shall give the former || spect, it will, in my judgment, be happy for the 
mail agent, who has lost in the discharge of his | country, and highly honorable to the incumbents. 


official duties under ‘the Post Office Department, || But, sir, I say i 


such abuses did exist, I did not 





wink at them, nor did they have my sanction 
my vote. I am willing to leave it to the gent! 

man from Ohio himself to pronounce fullnen 
upon my votes in the last or the present Conore . 
I have voted for the right and against the wrong 
to the best Of my judgment, unawed and yng’ 
duced by those about me. es 

Mr. Speaker, it was a Democratic House and 
Senate that passed the act of the 3d of March, 
1853, to which the gentleman refers. Such; 
House and such a Senate had that matter Wide 
their control, and the gentleman will excuse +. 
for reminding hinrof the fact. He says that thes 
House and that Senate passed, at the close of the 
last Congress, alaw which reduced the compensa. 
tion to postmasters. I do not now stop to dig. 
pute or admit his allegation to be true, but [ wil 
assume it to be so, and that he is right ip hig 
statement. Now, sir, who passed thelaw? Up. 
der what cry was it done? What excuse was 
given to the country for doing it? Did not the 
gentleman have the benefit upon that occasion 
of crying extravagance against the Administra. 
tion who so poorly paid its postmasters they 
and is he not a little fearful that I shall raise the 
same cry against this unlimited increase of thei; 
compensation now? My friend says that his com. 
mittee has agreed to report a bill to give the same 
compensation to the mail agent in California who 
preceded the present one, as has been given inthe 
deficiency bill to the present agent. 

Believing it wrong, as I most certainly do, to 
give the great increase of compensation which has 
been bestowed upon the present agent, I most cer. 
tainly shall vote against giving a like largess to 
any preceding agent, Whig or Democrat; I bee 
the House to notice, however, that althouch the 
old agent’s services were rendered before the pres- 
ent lucky incumbent came into power, yet under 
the adroit lead and generalship of my friend from 
Ohio, the present agent, good partisan as he is, 
has already riage his increase of pay, whilst 
my poor Whig friend has nothing better to live 
upon than the promise, future and contingent of a 
Democratic Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, with my distinguished friend at its head. 
How strangely, Mr. Speaker, some things work; 
and how unfortunate that my friend from Ohie 
should have no means of staunching his bleeding 
sympathy for the old agent, excepta liberal prom- 
ise. All his ready means have gone to the new 
Democratic agent. 

[ again assure the gentleman from Ohio | have 
no desire to attack him, or speak unkindly of him, 
or of any other member of this House; but my 
friend seems desirous of having these things frank- 
ly talked down this morning, and [ am glad to 
meet him in the spirit in which he has met me, 
for I believe there has always been good feeling 
between us. 

Another thing the gentleman complains of. He 
says | charged the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads with having recommended an increase 
of compensation, to commence from the time when 
the Democratic party, or the present Administra- 
tion, came into power. If the charge is untrue, it 
is my desire to retract it; but, sir, | fear it is but 
too true. I will try the matter by the record. and 
that record is the gentleman’s own proviso to this 
bill. 1 will read it from the bill itself: 


‘Provided further, That to any postmaster of any dis 
tributing and separating office, whose commission may be 
reduced below the amount allowed out of his office for the 
year ending 30th June, 1851, the Postmaster General shal! 
be authorized, in his discretion, to allow such additional 
compensation as he may deem proper, such compensation 
to date and to be allowed from the 30th day of March, 1853. 


.Mr. OLDS. So I stated. 

Mr. HAVEN. Yes, so the gentleman did state. 
And what he stated himself, is the very thing he 
complains of me for stating. For that 1s the very 
proposition I made, and I could not do otherwise; 
for it was so in the bill, and so the gentleman had 
to state it. Very well, Mr. Speaker, if the gentle- 

_ man had reference to the bill before the House, and 
if he measures by the point of compensation re- 
ferred to in the act of 1851, why does he begin the 
increase only after the 31st of March, 1853? Why, 
Mr. Speaker, if this increased compensation is just, 

why not extend it to the Whig postmasters who 

_ were in office prior to the 31st of March, 1853? | 

| would like the gentleman to explain why he does 

| not make the bill to go back in its operation to 1851 
instead of to 1853? For beginning on the 31st of 

'| March, 1853, it will be noticed from thenceforth, 


or 
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she Postmaster General is to have an unlimited 
Rie over the public funds of his office, and 
distributing gentlemen any sum 


discretion 
may give these 
he pleases. 

“i said before, the machinery for disposing 
of these poor Whig postmasters who had been 
quietly ischarged from that date, without un- 
Nmnited extra compensation from 1851 to 1853, the 
machinery, sir, for taking off their heads was well 
oiled. sharpened, and put in operation by the 31st 
of March, 1853, and inasmuch as heads began to 
fall then under its operation, my friend will ex- 
cuse me if I say, for no other reason on earth, but 
that it was fixed as the time when this unlimited 
extra compensation should begin. : 

Now, as to the question of the consistency of 
the gentleman, there are a few other words which 
[wish to say for his benefit. My friend says 
that we reduced the compensation of postmasters 
last session. Now, I repeat, I have not the 
proper information to enable me to say whether 
their compensation was reduced or not. I know 
a bill was passed, and became a law on the 3d of 
March, 1853. 1 thought it did not reduce the 
compensation, but of that I am not quite sure. 
But I do know that after the close of last session, 
this compensation was not as high as this bill of 
the gentleman fixes it. The same chairman of 
the same committee, who, on the 3d day of March, 
1853, came into this House, and persuaded the 
House to cut down that compensation, if that bill 
did cut it down, now comes to the House and 
asks to put it back again; nay, Sir, not to put it 
back again, but, as I shall show to the House, to 
give a larger percentage—a greatly increased com- 
pensation. Yes, sir, it is much increased under 
this bill without reference to the increased rates 
of postage provided for by the other bill reported 
by the gentleman. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, by the act of March 3, 
1853, the compensation to postmasters per quarter 
was placed, on all sums not exceeding $100, at 
fifty per cent. where the mail should arrive before 
nine o’clock at night, and not until after five next 
morning; and making it sixty per cent. where the 
mail should arrive in the intermediate time. This 
compensation is now put, by this bill of my friend 
from Ohio, at sixty per cent. in one instance, and 
seventy in the other, giving in each case ten dol- 
lars more compensation on every $100 received 
by the postmaster. So when the compensation 
ranges over $100, and is less than $400 per 
quarter by the act of March 3,1853, the percent- 
age was fixed at forty; but by the bill of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, and which, upon his recom- 
mendation and under his auspices, the House 
passed, it is raised from forty up to fifty per cent: 
On sums over $400, and between that and $2,400 
per quarter, it was raised from twenty-five per 
cent. up to forty per cent., being fifteen dollars on 
each $100. On all sums over $2,400 per quarter, 
| believe the percentage was allowed to remain the 
same. Then the commissions on distribution was 
raised from ten to twelve and a half per cent.; 
and this came from the same committee which is 
now asking the House to give the distributing and 
separating postmasters, whom I have indicated, 
any sum which the Postmaster General is willing 
to see them receive, without any limit or restraint 
whatever, 
Mr. Speaker, that is not all. 1 propose to go 
just a step further, and see what my friend from 
Ohio is doing; for I told the committee, on the oc- 
casion of which he complaing, that what we then 
had under consideration was not the only diffi- 
culty nor the only wrong. I said that the gentle- 
man from Ohio, having succeeded in increasing the 
percentage to postmasters on the sums they now 
receive, his next step was to introduce a bill for 
the purpose of increasing the rates of postage, 

nd just in proportion as he increased the rates of 
postage, of course he would increase the compen- 
sation to postmasters, over and above what they 
will get under this bill so increasing their percent- 
age. Well, sir, the gentleman told us, and satis- 
fied the House, that in this bill under considera- 
tion, increasing compensation, the compensation 
which he proposed would be satisfactory this 
time to all the postmasters—nobody was to com- 
plain after that; even the most hungry postmas- 
ter was to be entirely gorged and satisfied: satis- 
ed, at least, until my friend could find another 


enol teat to persuade the House to give them 





centum of the postmasters, he tells us. 
well, sir, if it does not, then you give to the post- 
masters, under this new bill, increasing the rates 
of postage, if it is passed, a percentage again. 
Yes, sir, an additional compensation upon the 
two millions deficiency, dividing it among them 
according to the amount of revenue collected by 
each. Now, sir, ask, is not this doing itstrong? 
| Sir, itamounts to more than it may appear to 


| scarcely enable them to support. 


| ought not to be passed by the House. 
| odious one, take whichever horn of the dilemma 
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Now, sir, the object of increasing the postage, 


he says, is to make up some two million of dol- 
lars deficiency in the revenues of the Post Office 


Department. It does not change the rate per 


Very 


members of this House upon the first impression. 
For instance, take a post office which yields a 
revenue of $300 under the present rate of postage, 


on which the postmaster receives sixty percentum, 
| if the duties are performed during daylight; and 
seventy per centum if in the dark—for I notice 
that compensation goes up, with my friend, as 
} you get in dark places, [laughter;} under this 
new bill, increasing the rate of postage from three 
to five cents, that post office will yield a revenue 
of $500. 
enty per centum upon $300, the postmaster will 
get his sixty or seventy per centum upon the 


So that, instead of getting sixty or sev- 


increased sum of $500, which the post office yields. 
Well now, although when I made those remarks 


upon the deficiency bill, of which the gentleman 


complains, for the purpose of satisfying the House 
that it was unjust and improper to increase the 
compensation of that mail agent for California, and 
although | then only glanced at these things inci- 
dentally, simply for the purpose of strengthening 
my position there, | submit to my friend himself, 
{Mr. Otps,] upon a brief review of them here, if 
they do not make outa perfect justification, at 
least a good, reasonable justification, of what I 
then said? 

I do not propose to stop and enter into any ar- 
gument with my friend as to whose interest it is 
likely to affect, if you increase the rates of postage. 
1 am firmly and permanently opposed to an in- 
crease of it The gentleman was rather inclined 
to be a little facetious upon me because upon that 
occasion I alluded to servant girls and servant 
men, as those upon whom this increased rate of 
postage would bear grievously and heavily, and 
1e rather intimated that my affection and good 
will towards servant girls and servant men would 


| have been better exhibited if I had gone to him, 


instead of taking care of them and their interest on 
this floor and in the face of the House. [({Laugh- 
ter.] | have nothing to do with them, which I am 
unwilling, sir, to do in the face of the House. 
[Laughter.] Can my friend say as much? Sir, 
1 know he can, and I acquit him of all design to 


| injure or oppress them. 


Now, sir, what I said about servant girls and 


| servant men on that occasion, | deemed very 


legitimate and proper. My friend behind me from 
South Carolina told me, at the time, that I had 
carried him with mein a part of that reference. 
{Renewed laughter.] But, to be serious, Mr. 
Speaker, | referred on that occasion to various 


| classes on whom the change would be a great 


burden, and, among others, [ mentioned servant 
men and servant girls, as deserving persons, upon 
whom this increase of postage would be a great 
burden that their little hard-earned means would 
Sir, | wanted 
the committee then to feel that there were other 
interests here besides steam, and railroad, and cor- 


| poration interests, and grants ofalternate sections, 


which that legislation might affect unfavorably, 
although such other interests could not be heard 
upon this floor, or advocated here with such zeal 
as the interests of these other classes. And I hope 
my friend [Mr. Oxps] will not seek, hereafter, to 
put forth any improper inuendoes against me, or 
*“whistle me down the wind” because I choose to look 
to those humble interests, as well as to those of 
ereater magnitude, whether political or pecuniary. 
This is the long and short of the whole matter. 
This bill, in my judgment, ought not to becomea 
law. The amendment of the Senateis worse than 
the bill; and 1 am opposed to it. I desire to say 
now all | intend to say in reference to the sugges- 
tions which the cinilainn’ has made, as to the 
course which I took upon the former occasion, 
already referred to. 

In my judgment, the amendment of mt Senate 
t is an 
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you choose. If it is just, it should extend back 


to 1851. [fit is unjust, it should not be enacted 
atall. I say the amendment ought to be rejected 


by the House, and the whole matter should be put 
ina shape where we can get at that proviso in 
the bill and strike it out, or the bill ought to be 
defeated. 

I feel that I did not discharge my duty to the 
country In not rising to object to this provision 
when the bill was first before the House. I was 
on the point of doing it, and I recollect feeling un- 
pleasantly because | did not, on leaving the House 
on that occasion. But the fact is, Mr. Speaker, 
the eloquence of my friend from Ohio quite over- 
came, for the time being, my disposition to op- 
pose the measure, though my better sense returned 
to me as soon as [ got into the open air. {Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Now, sir, | object to this amendment of the 
Senate; and although I do not suppose twenty 
men in the House, and perhaps not ten, will stand 
by me, yet I will object to it, if necessary, and 
oppose it alone. I will vote against it, and will 
vote against every proposition of the kind that pro- 
poses to make such a discrimination in favor of 
the postmasters who have been appointed since 
the 3lst of March, 1853, and stopping there. It 
is an unfair, and unjust, and, | believe, a very im- 
proper species of legislation. 

First, the House increases the percentage of 
the postmasters; next in order, to increase the reve- 
nueof the Department sufficiently to meet these in- 
creased expenses, they raise the rates of postage, 
which has the effect of again increasing the com- 
pensation of the postmasters. Well, sir, having 
brought the House up to that point—and, reatly, 
there is nothing like training a House whena 
great purpose is to be accomplished—then it is 
proposed to go back and give this increased com- 
pensation to all the deputy postmasters, from and 
after the 3d of March, 1853, limiting it only by 
the limitless discretion of whoever may happen 
to be Postmaster General. 

Sir, | object to all these propositions, and I object 
specially to this third one. [care nothing what- 
ever about politics in reference to this matter one 
way or theother. I care not whether the discrim- 
ination will operate in favor of one party or the 
other. I have never allowed myself to be con- 
trolled by political considerations in my action 
upon measures of general importance. But, sir, I 
do object to this Senate amendment for the rea- 
sons i have stated, and I hope the House will not 
concur in it 

Then, again, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to another thing. This amendment vests 
in the Postmaster General enlarged, unlimited dis- 
cretion, which ought not to be vested in that officer, 
with all his multifarious duties. The Senate amend- 
ment reads thus: 

At page two, line twenty, strike out all after the word 
** provided,’’ and insert in lieu thereof as follows 

‘That to any postmaster of a distributing office at which 
the commissions, allowances, and emoluments, since the 
3lst day of March, 1853, have been insufficient to defray 
the actual and necessary expenses, and afford the post 
minasters the annual compensation derived from commis 
sions at the office before said 30th of March, the Postmas 
ter General may, in his discretion, allow quarterly from the 
date aforesaid, out of the postages collected at any such 
office, an amount sufficient to supply such deficiency: Pro- 
vided further, That to any postmaster of a separating office, 
at any such office, whose commissions, allowances, and 
emoluments may be found insufficient to provide the extra 
labor necessary toa prompt and eflicient performance of 
the duties of separating and dispatching the mails passing 
through his office, the Postmaster General may make such 
quarterly allowances out of the postages collected at such 
office as he may deem sufficient to compensate such extra 

labor. This act shal! take effect and be in force from and 
after the commencement of the next fiscal quarter after its 
passage. 

Now, I want the House to look once more at 
this mode of regulating the compensation of these 
officers. First you increase and regulate it up for 
those now in office, then you regulate and increase 
the rates of postage up, so as nearly to double the 
compensation first fixed. Then you propose to 
regulate it back to 1853in favor of afavored few; 
and lastly, you propose to give the Postmaster Gen- 
eral the power of regulating it, and increasing it 
up to any point he chooses. Sir, it seems to me 
that this is as far as human ingenuity can well go. 
We certainly ought not to confer this discreuonary 
power upon the Postmaster General, or upon any 
Executive officer. We had better nap this species 
of power and discretion in our own hands. 

But, sir, I had no intention of going into any 
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elaborate discussion of this measure. I did not 
intend to have said anything at all upon the sub- 
ject of poliucs; aud | should not, if the gentleman 
from Ohio had not, somehow or other, rather 
coaxed me on, and seduced me into it. I will not 
detain the House longer; but will close by avain 
expressing the hope that this bill will not be al- 
lowed to become a law. 

Mr. OLDS. I trust that the gentleman from 
New York gathered from the temper of my for- 
mer remarks that | treasured up noill will against 
him for anything be had said. What I said was 
said in the spirit of kindness, and I assure him 
now,as | have always assured him, that | have 
appreciated his many acts of kindness, and have 
awarded him a desire to further wholesome leyis- 
lation for the country, not only under a Demo- 
cratic but also under a Whig Administration, 

But, sir, | could wish the remarks which | have 
made to-day would have the same influence on 
the gentleman, the same soothing and coaxing 
influence, that those of the other day had on him 
when the House unanimously passed the bill. 

I do not want the gentieman to go away con- 
acience-simitten in reference to any vote he may 
give; and | think I could convince him, if he 
would listen to me, thatthe faults he finds against 
this bill have no existence in fact—none whatever. 
His main charge is, that the bill gives discretion- 
ary power to the Postmaster General to increase 
the compensation of postmasters at the distributing 
and separating offices to those who do not now, 
under present commissions, receive an adequate 
reward for the labors which they have to perform. 
Fis objection is, that you permit the Postmaster 
General, in his discretion, to go back to the 31st 
day of March, 1853, and do not permit him to go 
back to the 30th day of March, 1851. Now, if 
the gentleman will turn to the act, of 3d March, 
1851, he will find! in that very act, for which the 
gentleman no doubt gave his vote—the gentleman 
says he was not here—very well, then. In the 
act of 1851, I say, that the gentleman will find 
that we gave the then Postmaster General pre- 
cisely the same power proposed to be extended to 
that officer of the Government by this bill. We 
then gave the power to the Postmaster General to 
increase the compensation, not of the distributing 
and separating officers, but of all the deputy post- 
masiersof thecountry, andhow? He wastogive 
them as much commission as they received during 
the quarter ending 30th June, 1851. No, sir, we 
did not stop there; we not only gave the Post- 
master General power to give such increased com- 
pensation as would make their commissions 
what they were for the quarter ending 30th June, 
1851, but to exceed even that amount by twenty 
pef cent. That is what we did, sir. Under that 
provision, in that act, all the postmasters from 
185] to 1853, received that increased compensa- 
tion. Distributing and separating offices were not 
only included, as in this bill, but the increased com- 
pensation was provided for all the postmasters of 
the country. Their compensation was increased 
to what they received for the quarter ending 30th 
June, 1851; and, in the discretion of the Post- 
master General was to be still further increased 
by twenty per cent. These officers did receive 
that increased compensation from 30th March, 
1851 to 3lst March, 1853; but under the act of 
3d March, 1853, we repealed that discretionary 
power. Under that repeal, up to the present time, 
the Postmaster General has had no discretionary 
power, and deputy postmasters, consequently, 
have had no increase: compensation, such as was 
allowed from 1851 to 1853. Does the gentleman 
still contend that this bill deals unjustly by such 
deputy postmasters as held office from 1851 to 
1853? Will he still persist in such assertions, 
when he is told that they did receive this extra 
compensation from the Postmaster General? If 

he will turn to the accounts of the deputy post- 
masters, he will find that those of 1851, 1852, and 
1853, received thirty-five per cent. more than those 
who have held the offices since the 31st day of 
March, 1853. It is to remedy the injustice done 
to deputy postmasters by the act of the 3d of 
March, 1853, that this bill has been introduced. 
There is no injustice in this matter. If you 
permit the Postmaster General now to go back to 
the 3ist March, 185], and give increased com- 
cer from that time, you will do injustice 
y twice giving increased compensation; and b 


strange in the fact that the same committee, that | 


| 1851 reducing the postage. 


twice inc | it, so thatthe House may understand the whole of | 
giving it when it is not needed. What is there | this part of the subject.” It will be found in vol- 
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reported the act of the 3d March, 1853, should | 
how be disposed to increase the compensation of 
these postmasters, whose commissions were re- 
duced fully thirty-five per cent. by that act below 
what the committee and Cougress intended? 1 
state to the House, that the intention of the com- 
mittee, the intention of the Postmaster General, 
and the intention of the Auditor of the Post Office 
Department at that time, was not to reduce the 
compensation of deputy postmasters, but to fix and 
establish it. Under the act of the 3d of March, 
1851, the Auditor of the Post Office Department, 
with all his clerical force, could not settle the 
quarterly accounts of the more than twenty thou- 
sund postmasters. To remedy this evil, he recom- | 
mended to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads to fix acompensation, He submitted 
his estimates. I said that these estimates proved 
his to be erroneous; and under those erroneous 
estimates we reduced the compensauuon of deputy 
postmasters full thirty-five per cent. below what 
it was prior to the 3ist March, 1853. 

In consequence of the erroneous estimates then 
furnished by the Postmaster General and the Aud- 
itor of the Post Office Department, we have been 
compelled to reportthis bill. I think, then, that I 
am sufficiently understood upen that point. The 
bill explains itself. I demonstrated to this House, | 
when this bill passed the House the other day, that 
the large distributing offices, after paying clerk 
hire, office rent &c., were minus not only their 
whole commissions, but had to take their own 
money in order to meet the expenses of the office 
at the end of each quarter. I might take a post 
office in my own district, the one at Columbus, to 
illustrate. The deputy postmaster at that place, 
after paying his office rent and his clerk hire, and 
the incidental expenses of his office, found himself 
absolutely minus forty dollars at the end of the 
quarter, which he had to pay out of hisown pocket, 
without receiving from the Government a single 
cent of compensation. It is to meet such cases 
that the Senate and House agreed to give the Post- 
master General power to go back and allow post- 
masters in distributing and separating offices such 
compensation, to take effect from the 3d of March, | 
1853, up to this time, as will be reasonable and | 
just. The gentleman from New York (Mr. Ha- 
VEN] seems to have fallen into an error in regard 
to this matter, from the fact that we do not propose 
to give this discretionary power to the Postmaster | 
General in all cases. 

I said this morning that the provision was to 
allow the Postmaster General discretion to give 
increased compensation, over and above the com- | 
missions fixed in this bill, to distributing and sepa- | 
rating offices only. There are perhaps two or three | 
hundred such offices out of twenty-three thousand | 
post offices in the United States. This act does 
not take effect upon all deputy postmasters, ex- | 
cept at distributing and separating offices, till after 
the commencement of the next fiscal quarter after 
its passage. It is retrospective only upon distrib- 
uting and separating offices. Of the twenty-three 
thousand postmasters in the country, it acts retro- 
spectively only upon such officers as have imposed | 
upon them an increased amount of labor and di- 
minished compensation, and where at the end of 
the quarter they are obliged to pay the expenses 
of the office out of their own pockets. 

Well, now, I do not propose by this bill before 
the House to restore the commission to postmas- 
ters to what it was under the late Administration 
within ten or twelve per cent. The gentleman | 
from New York will therefore permit me to say | 
that his arguments do not apply. Weare in this 
bill fixing the compensation of postmasters, but 
did not entertain the idea of thereby increasing the 
rates of postage; we leave the increase of compen- 
sation to the discretion of the Postmaster General, 
as heretofore. 

Mr. HAVEN. As my friend from Ohio seems 
to be entering on another part of the subject, he 
will excuse me for one moment. 

Mr. OLDS. Certainiy. 

Mr. HAVEN. I did not notice particularly | 
what my friend said in relation to the discretion | 
heretofore given to the Postmaster General, but I | 
suppose he refers to the sixth section of the act of 
1 wish now to call the | 
attention of the House to that section. I will read |) 


| 


une 13, 
:  - ‘ a 
ume 9 of the United States Statutes at Large 
page 590. ae 

That section is as follows: 

“Sec. 6. And he it further enacted, That to an 
master whose commissions may be reduced 
amount allowed at his office for the year endi; 
day of June, 1851, and whose labors may be increased ; 
Postmaster General shall be authorized, in his discretion - 
allow such additional compensation as he may deer, a 
and proper.’ om 


Now, notice this fact, Mr. Speaker, if the pj 
had stopped there, the compensation would lhave 
been left entirely to the discretion of the Postmas. 
ter General, as in the gentleman’s {Mr. 
bill. But it goes on and provides further 
here is where a portion of this great wrong 
mences. Notice now the proviso: 

‘* Provided, That the whole.amount of commissions 
allowed such postinaster during any fiscal year shajj Rol 
exceed hy more than twenty per centum the amount of com 


missions at such Office for the year ending the 30) day of 
June, 1851.’ 
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Now, sir, the provision in the bill of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio takes away, leaves out all jimi, 
whatever to the discretion of the Postmaster Gen. 
eral. It strikes out the twenty per cent. clause 
If the pay under that law was sufficient when the 
discretion was limited to twenty per cent., why 
does this bill obliterate such limit? Why does 
it make such discretion boundless, and place the 
whole revenues of the Department under the cop. 
trol of the Postmaster General, to be paid out as 
he may see fit to these political favorites? Sir, | 
repeat it, in this bill the discretion of the Post. 
master General is not limited, as it was under the 
sixth section of the act of 1851, to twenty per 
cent. Beyond that limit former Postmasters Gep- 
eral could not go under that law. I undertook 
to demonstrate to the House, that if a new post- 
age bill were passed, it would not only increase the 
income of postmasters to the extent of the addi- 
tional percentage on the increased revenues or 
receipts, which I believe would greatly exceed 
their compensation under the old law, but that 
their compensation might also be increased by 
the Postmaster General up to twenty per cent, 
The matter, however, is much worse than I had 
supposed ; for this proviso leaving out, as it does, 
the limit of twenty per cent., enables the Post- 
master General to go without limit up to thirty, 
fifty, one hundred, or one hundred and fifty per 
cent. The whole matter is left to the unregulated 
discretion and political sympathies of the Post- 
master General. Sir, this is bad legislation, and 
I enter my protest against it, from whatever party 
it may emanate. 

Mr. OLDS. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that 
I am yet understood by my friend from New 
York, [Mr. Haven.] I must be very obtuse this 
morning, or I could succeed in making myself 
understood. This increased compensation has 
no proportion, from the factthat, out of the twenty- 
three thousand postmasters in the United States, 
it does not propose to give discretion to the Post- 
master General in more than two or three hun- 
dred cases. 

Mr. HAVEN. Read the section. 

Mr. OLDS. The gentleman will find, by ref- 
erence to the bill, that as regards these twenty- 
three thousand deputy postmasters, no discretion 
whatever is given to the Postmaster General, 
with the exception of those of the distributing and 
separating offices. But permit me here -to say, 
for the benefit of my associates on that committee, 
that this was the very issue between the Post- 
master General and the committee. 

He wished that discretionary power should be 
left to him in regard to all the deputy postmasters, 
contending that this would save money to the 
Treasury. But the committee refused to give 
him discretionary power with regard to these 
twenty-three thousand deputy postmasters, re 
stricting the discretion to those of separating and 
distributing offices. Now, sir, 1 will read again 
the sixth section of the act reducing the postage: 

“ And be it further enacted, That to any postmaster 
whose commissions may be reduced below the amount al- 
jowed at his office, for the year ending the 30th day of 
June, 1851, and whose labors may be increased.” 

Why, sir, the labors of all deputy postmasters 
have been increased by the reduction of postage, 
from the fact that more mail matter is transmitted, 
and has to be distributed and delivered, in conse- 

uence of such cheap postage. At least such 18 
the construction given to it by the Department. 
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oThe Postmaster General shall be authorized, in his 
: in to allow such additional compensation as he 
Sy deem just and proper.” 
fhis discretion, under a Whig Administration, 
ied to all the post offices. Now, we propose 
.» restrict it to some two or three hundred out of 
he tewenty-thcee thousand. If the gentleman saw 
wrong initunder a Whig Administration when 
- voljed to the twenty-three thousand offices, surely 
he ought to be satisfied with it when we have re- 
siricted it to some two or three hundred offices. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have explained the amend- 
mentto which the gentleman objects so much, and 
ithink he will be willing to acknowledge that I | 
e done nothing but what is reasonable and 
st, and that | have done just as | would have 
done, whether the Administration were Whig or 
Democrat. S i 

One word in relation to my promise of what I 
will do in reference to the California agent. The 
pill had been agreed upon in committee, I was 
not aware that it had been reported to the House; 
but my colleague on the committee (Mr. Mc- 
Dorcatt] informs me that the bill has been re- | 
ported to the House, and is upon the Private Cal- 
endar. ° . 

Sy far as the action of the committee is con- 
cerned, we have not ‘* made a promise to the ear 
to break it to the hope.”? The gentleman says 
he will vote against it. If he does so, he will do 
an act of great injustice to ‘a worthy man. He 
will do it from the very best motives; but the man 
who suffers in consequence of the gentleman’s 
eood motives, will impute it to the fact that the 
ventieman does not always feel disposed to do 
right, and, therefore, not always disposed to do 
‘ostice, 1 will not trouble the House longer. 

Mr. SKELTON here obtained the floor, but 
yielded it temporarily to 


Mr. HAVEN, who said: One word, Mr. 
Speaker, by way of explanation and reply. Ido 
not intend, now, further to trouble the question of 
increasing the postage; such a measure, in my 
opinion, would be unwise disconnected from the 
question of pay to postmasters. I hope it will 
not be further urged here; it would not comport 
with the public good. 

But to the question between me and the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Oxps.] I called his atten- 
tion to the sixth section of the act reducing the 
postages, passed in 1851. I did so for the pur- 
pose of showing that by that law, under which 
he tries to justify the discretion of the Postmaster 
General, the compensation was limited to twenty | 
per cent.; beyond that point Congress thought 1t 
indiscreet to give him a discretion. The gentle- 
man says, now, that the sixth section I have read, 
is parallel to a portion of his bill. Sir, after look- 
ing at both, | feel bound to say the gentleman has | 
no werrant in either for his assertion. I ask him 
to point out any legislation in the act of 1851, 
which is an authority for giving this increased 
compensation, in any way whatever, beyond 
twenty per cent. 

The bill of 1851 authorizes the giving of this | 
increased compensation, to the limit of twenty | 
per cent. to all postmasters, as the gentleman | 
mentioned. But I call upon him to point out any 
authority to give it to these distributing or separa- 
ting offices as aclass. He made the declaration 
that they stood, under the law of 1851, as favor- 
ably as they stand now. Why, sir, this bill not 
only gives the additional percentage | have men- 
tioned to the postmasters, but it also gives them 
this unlicnited dimaxetion in their favor, to be exer- 
cised by the Postmaster General. I repeat, the 
act of 1551 only gives the Postmaster General the 
right to increase the compensation twenty per 
cent. But the gentleman does not point out to me 
anything upon the subject, in reference to the dis- 
tributing offices, in that act, or in reference to an 
unlimited discretion of the Postmaster General. If | 
he cannot do so, then his proviso is an interpola- 
tion, and a new species of legislation that ought | 

to be promptly met and rejected here. 

Mr. HOUSTON, Now, Mr. Speaker, I think | 
we had better go into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. | 

Mr.OLDS. One word in reply to the gentleman 
from New York. I will not detain the House a 
| 
|| 


aay 


a} 


nav 


minute. I only wish to say in reference to this 

discretionary power which 1s given to the Post- 
~ . . 

master General, that the same discretionary power 


Was given to that officer by the act of March 3, 


THE 


1851, to increase the compensations of postmasters 
at distributing offices. 

Mr. HAVEN. lLunderstand that. The gentle- 
man refers to the sixth section of the act of 1551, 
and that brings me back to the charge | first made, 
that this Senate amendment goes further than the 
actof 1851. It takes off alllimitation. Itincreases 
the compensation of the postmasters too much in 
the first place by the first sections of the bill. And 
then, having got that compensation up to a point 
as high as this House is willing to go, it allows 
the Postmaster General to begin there, with his 
irresponsible hand, aml run it up just as much 
further as he pleases. It allows him to level up 
illimitably from the highest point to which this 
Housedarego. Sir, ittakes off alllimitation. Ido 
not design these remarks in any offensive sense; 
but | thought myself bound to point out this bad 
legislation to the House. 

Mr. OLDS. I ask the gentleman, if he would 
prefer the sixth section of theact of March 3, 1851, 
giving discretionary power to the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to increase the pay of all postmasters ? 

Mr. HAVEN. Caan: that this bill puts 
their compensation too high, without conferring 
any discretion on the Postmaster General. But if it 
were not too high, | should by all means prefer 
the proviso to the sixth section of the act of 1851, 
and have it applied to these distributing or sepa- 
rating offices, for that proviso limits the increase 
to twenty per cent. 

Mr. SKELTON. Ido not propose to inquire 
what has been done, or what has not been done 
heretofore. And whether this is a Whig ora 
Democratic measure, in my opinion, has nothing 
to do with the question under consideration. The 
question presented for our consideration to-day 
is simply this: Is this measure calculated to pro- 
mote the best interests of the country? That is 
the question to which the House should confine 
itself, and not to the consideration of what has or 
has not been done. 

Sir, what is the duty of the House in reference 
to a question of this kind? I regretted that [ 
was not present when this bill was originally 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


before the House, that I might have given to they, 


House the opinions | entertained in reference to 
the matter, and I am glad that I have the oppor- 
tunity of doing it now. | regard this whole busi- 
ness as wrong. We have already passed two bills 
during the present session, changing to some ex- 
tent our postal system. The object of both has 
been the same, beth have been outside the great 
object for which they should have been framed— 
the interests of the country and the wants of the 
Department of Government to which they relate. 

Now, sir, the question which we should decide 


| is not how much we shall pay the postmasters, 


or whether they will be able to make a living or 
not, but whether we can best promote the public 
interest by the proposed change in the post office 
laws? But what has been the history of the mat- 
ter? First comes a bil! before the House increas- 
ing the compensation of postmasters; then comes 
another bill increasing the rates of postage, and 
thereby still further increasing the compensation 
of postmasters by augmenting the amount of 
receipts 7 which they receive a certain per 
centage. Now, is this necessary, In order to sub- 
serve the public interest? Is it necessary to 
increase the compensation of these officers in 
order to obtain competent men to serve? Have 
not all of us been persecuted, day after day and 
night after night, by office seekers, anxious to 
take these offices with the pay already granted, 
and yet, day by day, you go on increasing their 
compensation. 

The Post Office Department was éstablished for 
the public interest, the public accommodation, and 
the dissemination of knowledge through the coun- 
try. It has been a principle of policy that the De- 

artment should sustain itself. If that principle 
is to be maintained in practice, it is necessary that 
we should keep the expenditures down to the 
lowest possible point, and why? Because it is our 
duty to legislate for the interest of the public, and 
not for that of office-holders. On the contrary, it 
seems to me that these bills have been introduced 
for the interest of the latter. I would particularly 
call the attention of members to the fact, that we are 
to legislate for the public, and not for individual 
office-holders 

The Post Office Department is one of great im- 
portance in this country. Free dissemination of 
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ideas, and correspondence between the various 
sections of the Union, is calculated to promote 
harmony of feeling and concord of action. It is 
not only calculated to do that, but also to exer- 
cise a salutary influence upon the social condition 
of this great Republic. 

It is important that the United States mail should 
be carried to as many points as pessible. | have 
applied at various times for additional post offices 
in my district, and in the State | have the honor in 
part to represent; but I have been refused, and on 
theground that the Post Office Departinent does not 
pay is expenses; that the expenditures are now 
so large that it cannot afford to establish any new 
offices, though the particular localities may re- 
quire, and the public interest demand them, 

Now, our present action, so far from reaching 
what should be our mein object, would defeat it. 
‘The Postmaster General shows that his Depart- 
ment is largely indebted to the General Govern- 
ment. It does not clear one cent. Yet, while 
there are wanting additional facilities for the trans- 
portation of the mail in various sections, it is 
proposed here that we should increase the bur- 
dens of the Department, and thus defeat the great 
and leading object for which it was established. 
W hy, sir, if Congress is to go on in this way 
increasing the compensation of postmasters, it Is 
best that we should abolish the Department at 
once, and leave the transmission of the mails to 
private enterprise. Our correspondence can be 
cheaper and more rapidly transported at the pres- 
ent time by private expresses than through the 
post office. Notwithstanding this, members are 
constantly urging the House to increase the ex- 
penses of the Department, that office-holders may 
be fattened. Is this right? Is it right in princi- 
ple? Is it calculated to promote the public inter- 
est? If it is calculated to promote the public 
interest, then we should sustain it. If, on the 
contrary, itis not so-calculated, and | maintain 
that it is not, every honorable member on this 
floor should say at once that, by increasing the 
expenditures of the Post Office Department, we 
directly lessen the advantage designed by its or- 
ganization, and do a great injury to the interests 
of the country. 

Mr. COBB. I call for the previous question. 

The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads to the amendment of the Senate; and 
it was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the amendment of - 
the Senate, as amended, it was taken; and said 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I offer the usual resolution 
to close debate upon the civil and diplomatic bill 
on Thursday next, at twelve o’clock. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider do lie on the 
table; which latter moiton was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of taking up that bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. There are two or 
three bills on the Speaker’s table, and the day is 
now (two hours and five minutes) pretty far ad- 
vanced. I think the House could dispose of these 
bills in an hour, at furthest; and I therefore move 
that the House do now proceed to the business on 
the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of thé gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Houston] having been 
regularly made, will take precedence of the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. DAVIS. I was under the impression that 
a motion to go to the business on the Speaker’s 
table took precedence of a motion to go into com- 
mittee. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana 
is perhaps right. 

he question was taken on Mr. Davis's motion; 
and it was disagreed to. ’ 

The question recurred on the motion submitted 
by Mr. Hovstow. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


I would be very 


‘| happy, Mr. Speaker, to be permitted to make a 
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brief personal explanation. I shall not occupy | 


two minutes in doing so. 
General assent was expressed. 


DEATH OF MR. SNODGRASS. 


Mr, SMiTH. Mr. Speaker, the explanation 
which | am about to make is nota matterof much 
interest, except to myself and to those from my 
State. A few days ago, in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the melancholy intelligence was an- 
nounced of the death of one of my own colleagues. 
The telegraphic dispatch which was acted upon 
was addressed to me, and was in the following 
language: ‘* The Hon. John F. Snodgrass died 
at half-past two o’clock, p. m., very suddenly. 
His friends desire you to announce his death to 
the House.’’ In consequence of my absence, my 
colleague (Mr. Fautxner| announced the death 
of Mr. Snodgrass; and stated that he did so at the 
request of his colleagues—meaning, of course, at 
the request of his colleagues who were present. 
That statement, Mr. Speaker, might convey the 
impreasion that | had refused to comply with the 
request of the friends of the deceased. ‘That is 
my reason for desiring to make this explanation, 
that I was absent. For though | mourn—deeply 
mourn—a melancholy necessity of that announce- 
ment, yet, in performing the last office of friend- 
ship to one who was 80 much entitled to my re- 
spect and esteem, | would discharge that duty with 
cheerful but melancholy alacrity. 

I will add one word more, Mr. Speaker, and 
hope the House will bear with me. It was my 
fortune to spend a few hours—a few hours onl y— 
with my deceased colleague, in very interesting 
conversation, just before he left this city; and I ob- 
served to him how remarkably well he looked. 
He replied that he had not been for many years 
in such fine health. And yet, in a few days after- 
wards, the fell destroyer struck him, and he suc- 
cumbed to the blow. 

I make this statement, Mr. Speaker, that his 
friends, and those in his section of country, should 
not suppose that | could refuse a request such as 
that made to me on his aceount. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented to the House a communication from the 
President of the United States, transmitting a re- 
port of the Secretary of State, with accompanying 
documents, in compliance with the resolution of 
the House of Representatives of 20th December 
last, 

Mr. WALKER. This communicatian from 
the President is in answer to a resolution of in- 
quiry, which, the Chair will remember, was 


offered by me some months since, accompanying | 
a memorial from the Chamber of Commerce of | 


the city of New York, which I then presented. 
It relates to certain impositions on our commerce 
in the Baltic, laid by the Government of Denmark, 
and known as ‘sound dues.’’ I move, sir, that 
the communication from the President be laid on 
the table, and printed. 

It was so ordered. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE CLERK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Clerk of the House, 
transmitting a letter, and accompanying explana- 


tion, in accordance with the request of the chair- | 


man of the Committee on Engraving. 

The communication was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed, 


The question was then taken on Mr. Hovs- | 


ron’s motion; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Orr in the chair.) 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The business first in order 
is the consideration of the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, and upon that the gentleman | 
from Alabama [Mr. Paituips] ’is entitled to the 
floor. 

RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 

Mr. PHILLIPS being absent, the floor was | 
assigned to 

r. WALBRIDGE, who proceeded to speak | 
upon a subject different from that before the com- | 
mittee, namely: the proposition fora railroad to the | 
Pacific. He rapidly traced the inception and his- | 
tory of the land system, asserting that it was with- | 


i 
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— 








| in the power of the General Government to aid, 
|| by donations of public domain, the construction 


of such a means of intercommunication. He 
asked what is the probable extent of the contem- 
plated Pacific railroad, that is, from some point 
on or near the Mississippi to the Pacific ? 

Assuming the initiative in the latitude of New 
York, 40° 42’ north, and in longitude 91° west 
from Greenwich, the distance, in a direct line, 
would not exceed one thousand seven hundred and 
fifty miles; or, assuming another point, say from 
Fond du Lac, the west end of Lake Superior, in 
latitude 46° 30’, to Puget’s Sound, where there is 
a convergence of the continent, the distance would 
be about one thousand five hundred miles. Taking 
a southerly latitude, say in thirty-fourth or thirty- 
fifth parallel in a due west direction, and the dis- 
tance would not exceed one thousand six hundred 
miles, 

He discussed the subject in a social, commer- 
cial, and military aspect. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, next addressed the 
committee upon the Pacific Railroad. 

[The above speeches will be found in the Ap- 
pendix.] 

Mr. BROOKS obtained the floor. 

Mr. HAVEN. Will the gentleman from South 
Carolina yield me the floor for a moment? [| 
should listen with great pleasure to the gentleman 
from South Carolina; but the House has now been 
in session nearly four hours, and the members are 
somewhat fatigued. I hope that the committee 
will agree to rise, so that the gentleman who has 
the floor may have an hour in the morning to 
address the committee. With his permission, | 
move that the committee rise. 

The question was taken on Mr. Haven’s mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to. 


So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had under consideration 
the Union generally, and particularly House bill 
No. 48, being a bill ‘* making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1855,” 
and had come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. I move that the 
House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
twenty minutes to four o’clock) the House ad- 
journed till to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


er 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, June 14, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Witttam H. Miveurn. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXPLANATION. 

Mr. CLAYTON. [ask the indulgence of the 
Senate for the purpose of a brief personal expla- 
nation, and it is the first time, 1 believe, that I 
ever desired a similar favor. 

I perceive in a morning paper, (the Union,) to 
which my attention has been directed since I 
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_ aliens in any form or under any pretext. 
| tertained then the same opinions which 
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14, 
Ween. 
We had 


both expressed in the debate on the Michigan bill 


in 1836, that a claim allowing aliens to vote w 

utterly and absolutely unconstjtutional—ay, Pee 
ion which was shared with us by many Pk 
most distinguished gentlemen in both Hous - 
Congress at that day. But to obtain the ~e 


g t c reat 
| blessings which we firmly believed the en 


would receive from the final settlement of the gi 
very question on the principles of that bj) 5 
measure which the distinguished Senator f,,_ 
Virginia, (Mr. Hunrer,] in the late debate on 
the Nebraska bill, characterized as the very “hen 
compromise ever yet proposed—we both cereal, 
after full consultation together, to waive our ob, 
jections to the single clause in the Oregon portion 
of the bill, to secure the passage of that pr 
measure of peace. 
While this measure was before the COMMittes 
which reported that bill, Mr. Calhoun called q: 
my lodgings, to consider with me the course ws 
should adopt on this very question. We both 
stood fully committed to the country on the eop. 
stitutional principle, that any act of Congress 
allowing aliens to vote in any State or Territor 
of the United States, was pro tanto an act of ae 
ralization and unconstitutional, because it was 
partial and not uniform. But we were given t 
understand by others, that our compromise bij! 
would inevitably fail in the House of Representa. 
tives, if the government of Oregon were organized 
without the fifth section of the bill, which was go 


| obnoxious to us. The correctness of that opin- 


ion was fully demonstrated a short time after. 
wards, and after the failure of our compromise jy 


| the other House by a small majority, by the pas. 
| sage of a separate Oregon bill, containing that ver 


section allowing the vote of aliens, which bill 
originated in that same House of Representatives, 
and became a law on the 14th of August, 1848, 
But for that bill neither Mr. Calhoun nor myself 
ever voted. Had we voted for that, or for any 
provision allowing the suffrage of aliens in an 
separate and distinct form, we might, indeed, have 


| subjected ourselves to the censure of those who 


would rejoice in an opportunity of charging us with 


inconsistency, During the interview to which | 


entered the Capitol this morning, that the distin- || 


guished and much-honored statesman of South 
Carolina, [Mr. Calhoun,]} with myself, is charged 
with the crime of mutability in having voted for 
the compromise bill of July, 1848. That bill, 
while it excluded in California and New Mexico 
the whole doctrine of what is now called squatter 


sor gave no right to aliens to votein | 


those Territories, did confer that right on such as 
had declared their intention to become citizens in 
the then proposed Territory of Oregon. At the 
same time that compromise, which proposed to 
organize three vast territorial governments greater 
than were ever included in one bill before, offered 


have referred, we resolved to make the sacrifice 
in Oregon, to secure the principle in California and 
New Mexico, which notonly avoided the alien vote 
in those Territories, but the Wilmot proviso, and 
the whole principle of squatter sovereignty. We 
thought, hat in a difficult compromise, he who 


| won the two best in three, had but little reason to 


| complain. 


We thought, too, there was but little 
danger of alien suffrage in a territory so remote 
from the usual landing places of immigrants on the 
Atlantic, and so inaccessible as Oregon. 

Sir, it has been said that when the framers of the 
greatest of all compromises (the Constitution of 
the United States) came out of the convention of 
1787, there was not one man who was not dissat- 
isfied with some one provision of that instrument. 
The Missouri compromise of 1820 wa’ voted for 
by men who held the sixth section of itto be abso- 
lutely unconstitutional. The tariff compromise of 
1833 contained the principle of the home valuation 
which, in the debates of that day, was pronounced 
unconstitutional by nearly every southern Senator, 
who afterwards voted not only for the passage 


of that compromise, but for the home valuation 


| yeas and nays. 
Spat 


peace to a distracted country on the principle of | 


submitting the whole slavery question in the Ter- 


ritories to the judicial tribunals, and for the first | 


time excluded the Wilmot proviso, and adopted 


| for Oregon the boasted principle of non-interven- 


tion, which was afterwards copied into the com- 
promise measures of 1850. 


For this great measure of pacification both 
John C. Cal 


amendment itself; and that, too, on a call of the 
These were concessions made 
by great an riotic statesmen, to secure the 
blessings of peace and the safety of this Union. 
And if I, whose opinions against alien suffrage 
have never varied—if I who reported the provision 
excluding aliens from voting in the first act to or- 
ganize the vast Territory of Wisconsin, then com- 
prehending the present States of Wisconsin, lowa, 
and half of Michigan, which Territory was organ- 
ized by my efforts and those of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, of which I was at the time the chairman— 


| I who also reported and voted against the clause 


allowing alien suffrage in the State of Michigan, 


houn and myself voted, although || 
known to every one who had thought our opin- |) 
ions worthy of consideration to be utterly opposed || 


to the clause in that part of the bill organizing the || 


government of Oregon, which allow 


the vote of || 


| can be charged with inconsistency for sacrificing 


something of my fixed opinions to secure the peace 
of my country and the safety of this Union in 
1848, let those who delight to censure make the 
most of it, 


PAY OF DEPUTY POSTMASTERS. 
A message was received from the House of 
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Ref that they had concurred in the amend- 


nouncing ¢ z 
ment of the Senate to the bill of the House “* reg- 
ating the pay of deputy postmasters,’’ with an 


amendment a 
On motion by Mr. RUSK, the Senate proceeded 


consider the amendments. 
The amendment of the Senate was to strike out 


the follow ing proviso: 
«That, to any postmaster of any distributing or separat- 
nost office whose commissions may be reduced below 
ws amount allowed at his office for the year ending the 
20th day of June, 1851, the Postmaster General shall be 
‘ ; his discretion, to allow such additional com- 
nensation as he may deem proper, such compensation to 
date, and be allowed from, the 30th day of March, 1853: 
Provided further, That the commissions and allowances 
authorized by this act shall be subject to the provisions of 
the forty-first section of the uct entitled ‘An act to reduce 
into one the several acts establishing and regulating the 
Post Office Department ;’ and all acts, or parts of acts, in- 
consistent with the provisions of this act, be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed ; and this act to take effect, and be in 
force, from and after the commencement of the next fiscal 

quarter after its passage.” 


And insert: 

That to any postmaster of a distributing office, at which 
the commissions, allowances, and emoluments, since the 
alet day of March, 1853, have been insufficient to defray 
the actual aud necessary expenses, and afford the postinas- 
ters the annual compensation derived from commissions at 
the office before the said 31st of March, the Postmaster 
General may, in his discretion, allow quarterly from the 


to 
t 


authorized, in 


date aforesaid, out of the postage collected at any such } 


office, an amount sufficient to supply such deficiency : 
Provided further, That to any postmastergf a separating 
office, at any such office, whose commissions, allowances, 
and emoluments may be found insufficient to provide the 
extra labor necessary to a prompt and efficient performance 
of the duties of separating and dispatching the mails pass- 
ing through his office, the Postmaster General may make 
such quarterly allowances out of the postages collected at 
such office, as he may deem sufficient to compensate such 
extra labor. ‘This act shall take effect and be in force from 
and after the commencement of the next fiscal quarter after 
its passage. 


Theamendment of the House to the amendment | 


of the Senate was to insert after the word ‘‘labor,’ 
the following: 

Provided further, That the commissions and allowances 
authorized by this act shall be subject to the provisions of 
the forty-first section of the act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce 
into one the several acts establishing and regulating the 


Pust Office Department: And provided further, That the | 


Postmaster General may, in his discretion, dispose of any 
quarterly returns of mails sent or received which were 
made up previous to the Ist day of July, 1850, praserving 
the accounts current, and all vouchers accompanying such 
accounts, and the use of such portion of the proceeds 


thereof as may be necessary to defray the cost of separating | 


and disposing of the same. 


The amendment of the House was concurred | 
in, 80 that the bill is finally passed as thusamended. | 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented two 
copies of the laws of the Territory of New Mexico, 
passed by the third Legislative Assembly, in the 


city of Santa Fé, at a session begun on the 5th || 


day of December, 1853; which were referred to | 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAWSON presented a petition of the in- 
habitants of the city of Macon, in the State of 
Georgia, praying a reduction in the rates of ocean 
postage; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. BELL submitted additional evidence in | 
support of the claim of Sarepta Cleveland, daughter | 


of Jonathan Skinner, deceased, to indemnity for 
losses sustained by him in the war of the Revolu- 
tion; which, together with the papers on the files 
of the Senate, was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented the following peti- 
tions, &c., praying the establishment of additional 
mail routes; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads: 

WO petitions of citizens of Arkansas, praying 
the establishment of a post route from Norristown 
to Fort Smith, in Arkansas; 

Document relating to a post route from Pine 
Bluff to Brownsville, Arkansas; 

Petition of citizens of Arkansas and Texas, 
praying the establishment of a mail route from 


efferson, in the State of Texas, to Fulton, in 
Arkansas; 


Petition of citizens of Arkansas, praying the | 
establishment of a mail route from Danville to | 


Waldron, in said State; and 
aamen of citizens of Arkansas, 
ishment of a post route from 
Galley Rock, in said State. 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented the petition 


raying the 
urficane to 


| 
| 


EP. CORURESRO 


resentatives, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, an- 


of Eli T. Tappan, praying the assistance of Con- 
gress in the publication of an edition of the acts of 
Congress, containing only those laws of a general 
nature which remain in foree. The petitioner 
represents that the editions now published contain 
all the public acts, including those that are local, 
temporary, or obsolete, as well as those in force, 
and some editions contain also all the private acts. 
As all these acts are published in chronological 
order, it is frequently very difficult and laborious 
to discover what is the law actually in force; and 
it must remain so, even with the aid of the best 
indexes, so long as the laws are published in the 
manner described. In consequence of this, new 
laws are sometimes enacted which conflict with 
the old; and thus the difficulty of determining 
what is the law, is increased. The memorialist 
also states that those who consult thestatutes of the 
United States usually do so to find some general 
law now in force; and that toall such persons such 
a volume would be a great saving of time, labor, 
and money, inasmuch as they could purchase, in 
a single volume, that for which they must now 
buy six or nine to obtain. The memorial was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of the 
heirs-at-law of Benjamin Grover, a revolutionary 
soldier, praying to be allowed a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also submitted the following resolution in 
reference to the above petition; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be directed 
to inquire into the propriety of allowing a sum to the heirs 
of Benjamin Grover, deceased, of Maine, equal to what was 
justly due the widow of said Grover, as a pension at the 
time of her decease. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. COOPER, from the Committee on Revo- 


| lutionary Claims, to whom was referred the peti- 


tion of the heirs of Captain Joshua Chamberlain, 
praying compensation for services during the 
revolutionary war, submitted a report, accompa- 
nied by a bill for their relief; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 


| was referred the memorial of David A. Cameron, 


| The report was ordered to be printed. 


representative and heir of James Bell, late of Lower 
Canada, and assignee of the other heirs of said Bell, 
praying payment for advances made tothe Amer- || 
ican Army during the revolutionary war, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill forthe relief 
of the legal representatives of James Bell, deceased ; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. || 


Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 


| tary Affairs, to whom was referred a bill from the 


House of Representatives, making further appro- 
priations for continuing the construction of certain || 
roads in the Territory of Minnesota, in accordance 
with the estimates made by the War Department, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 


ation, and that it be referred to the Committee on || 


Territories; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, for the construction of certain military 
roads and wells in the Territory of New Mexico, 


| asked to be discharged from its further consider- 


| ation, and that it be referred to the Committee on 


Territories; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred a bill from the House 
of Representatives, for the relief of James Walsh, 


| reported it back without amendment. 


Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported a bill respecting the Executive Depart- 
ments, and to distribute the settlement of claims 
and accounts among the accounting officers of the 
Treasury; which was read, and passed to a second 


| reading. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. GWIWN gave notice of his intention to ask 


| leave to introduce a bill to amend the judicial 


system of the United States by providing for the 


| organization of an additional circuit. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. DAWSON asked and obtained the unan- 


| jmous consent of the Senate to introduce a joint 


| resolution authorizing the Seeretary of the 
| tory of New Mexico to adjust and pa 
‘| C. Armijo, José L. Perea, and James 


erri- 
to Juan 
. Collins, 
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the amount by them loaned to the Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of New Mexico, under 
authority of a joint resolution of that body, ap- 
proved the 17th of June, 1851; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. DAWSON. 1! wish to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Territories to be kind enough 


to take that matter into consideration at his earliest 
convenience. 


MEETING OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I offer the following resolution 
by way of amendment to the rules: 

Resolved, (the House of Representatives concurring,) 
That the following shall be added to the joint rules of the 
two Houses: 

Unless otherwise ordered by either House, the first regular 
session of every new Congress shall be terminated by ad- 
journment on the first Monday of the mouth of May sue- 
ceeding the commencement of such session; and that the 
President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Repre- 


| sentatives shall accordingly adjourn their respective Houses 


at the hour of twelve o’clock, meridian, of that day. 


{ will simply remark that this is to be in con- 
nection with the bill which | offered yesterday, to 
fix the first Monday in October as the day for the 
annual meeting of Congress. 

The resolution lies over for consideration for 
one day under the rules. 


LIEUTENANT MAURY. 

Mr. GWILN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a joint resolution giving the con- 
sent of Congress to the acceptance by Lieutenant 
M. F. Maury, of the Navy, of a gold medal from 
his Majesty the King of Sweden; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to give the consent of Congress to 
Lieutenant Maury to theacceptance ofa gold medal 
from the King of Sweden, in testimony of his 
high satisfaction with the zealous and unceasing 


| efforts of that officer, as Superintendent of the 


National Observatory at Washington, for promot- 
ing the establishment of a universal system of 
meteorological observations to the advantage of 
navigation in general, and as an acknowledgment 
of the kind disposition shown by that officer to 
make the merchant navy of Sweden, in common 
with that of other nations, enjoy the benefit of 
the discoveries already made in this branch of 
science. 

Mr. PEARCE. I will ask the Senator from 
California to consent to let this joint resolution lie 
over until to-morrow. | am in favor of giving the 
consent which he asks, but I wish to modify the 
form of the resolution. Let it lie over untl to- 
morrow. 

The further consideration ef the joint resolu- 
tion was postponed until to-morrow. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 

Mr. WALKER. I have been authorized bya 
meeting of quite a number of the friends of the 
homestead bill, to give notice to the Senate that 
they will make an effort, and insist on it on Mon- 
day next, to take up that measure, make it the 
special order, and continue it from day to day 
until it is finally acted upon. They also have di- 
rected me to say, that they will endeavor to bring 
about the final action this week upon the bill which 
has been vetoed by the President of the United 
States, so they may not have that in the way next 
week to interfere with the consideration of the 
homestead bill. 

Mr.GWIN. Inasmuch as [ am a friend of 
the homestead bill, I hope the Senator from Wis- 
consin will call it up at an earlier day than that 
which he mentions. | think he might get it up 
the day after to-morrow as well as at any other 
time. The bill which has been vetoed can cer- 

| tainly be disposed of during to-day and to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. WALKER. | will say to the Senator 
| from California, that if we should be so fortunate 
| as to get rid of the bill which has been vetoed, it 
| will certainly be the pleasure of many friends of 
| the homestead bill to take it up earlier; but it was 

thought that it must depend upon the disposition 
of the vetoed bill which is under consideration, 


| unless it should be unnecessarily protracted. 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. | 
| The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
| resolution from the House of Representatives: 


“* Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President 
of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
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tives adjourn their respective Houses on Monday, August 
l4th, at twelve o’clock, m.”’ 

Mr. GWIN _ I move to amend the resolution 
by striking out the words, ** Monday, August 
14th, at twelve o’clock, m.,”’ and inserting the 
words: 

From twelve o’clock, m.,on Monday, Jaly 17th, until 
Monday, the 16th of October next.”’ 

I will give the reasons why I offer this amend- 
ment. When the resolution passed the House of 
Representatives, the special order before that body 
was the Pueifie railroad bill, which it was ex- 
pected would lead to along debate. Yesterday, 
on the motion of the friends of that measure, it was 
postponed until the second Monday in December 
next. The House then took up the civil and dip- 
lomatic appropriation bill, and passed a resolution 
to stop debate on it to-morrow at twelve o’clock. 
They have now got their business in such a state 
that there is no doubt the appropriation bills and 
other important measures can be acted upon before 
the time mentioned in my amendment for taking 
the recess, It gives us nearly five weeks unul the 
commencement of the recess, and all the appro- 
priation bills, and other important matters can be 
disposed of by the two Houses by that time. 
There are other questions of great importance | 
which ought to be acted upon during this session, 
but they can come up after the recess. I am con- 
fident in my own mind that we can dispatch the 
business better by adopting the amendment which 
i propose. I hope it will be agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the proposition of the 
House would be better than the amendment. It 
would be better to stay here until the 14th of 
August, and transact the business of the session, 
and then meet in December next. But, sir, | 
have some hopes that if we should let this resolu- 
tion lie for the present, we might, perhaps, get 
rendy to adjourn earlier than the time mentioned 
in it; and I am sure I should be very glad if that 
could be the case. [ am unwilling, however, 
now, upon the instant, to change our practice, 
and to agree to the recexs. I have no objection to 
changing hereafter, by a law, the time at which 
we should meet at what is called the short session 
of Congress. I think that that session ought to 
be lengthened, and the other session diminished; 
but that ought to be done after we have had 
notice; and after the business of the country is 
matured in reference to such a state of things. It 
seems to me that we had better pursue the old 
practice in regard to this session, and get through | 
if we can by the Mth of August, or sooner if 
possible. But, in order to do this, | would sug- 
gest that it would be probably better to let the 
resolution lie upon the table for the present, and 
then if we see we can get through and adjourn at 
an earlier day, we can take it up and amend it by 
fixing sucha day. I suggest that that would be 
a better course. 

Mr. GWIN. There is a proposition now be- | 
fore the Senate to change the time of the meeting 
of the short session, and | have no doubt it will 
pass. As to the consequences that might hereafter 
result from this, | am of opinion that it cannot be | 
a precedent if that bill should be passed, as I be- 
lieve itwill. | do not believe there is a member of 
the Senate who is not in favor of changing the | 
time of meeting at the short session of Congress. | 
There may be a difference of opinion as to when 
the session should commence, whether on the first 


Monday in October, or the first Monday in No- || 


vember; but I have no doubt in my mind that | 
one or the other will command the votes of the | 
majority of both Houses of Congress; and | 
think there will be no danger in the precedent. | 
it is well known to members of this body, that | 
if we want work done we ought to fix the day of | 
adjournment. I have no doubt that there is a | 
great change in the opinion of the House since 
the passage of the resolution. They have got | 
clear of the question of the greatest importance 
which was before them, and which would have | 
led to a lengthened debate. We shall soon have 
the appropriatioa bills before us. We shall prob- | 
ably have them by the time that we get through | 
with the discussion of the vetoed bill and the 
homestead bill. My amendment gives us nearly 
five weeks, including the present week, before the | 
recess. Then there are great and important ques- | 
tions which can be taken up in October next, and 
can be better discussed then than in the dog days. 
i hope the amendment will be agreed to. I am 





certain that it will facilitate the public business, 


| and it gives us a longer time than the resolution 
|| of the House. The time which it gives us is also 
\| a better time for working in. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I should be very willing to 
get the-recess asked for by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, but | see no necessity for making it as an 
amendment to this resolution. If the Senator 
from California thinks the House would favor the 
proposition, after the change which has taken 
place, he might introduce a separate resolution. 


Mr. GWIN. The Senator knows that in the 
House of Representatives they could only take 
up such a proposition on Monday, and it would 
require a two-third vote to doit. A simple ma- 
jority could not control it. 


the House disagree to it, they would ask for a 
committee of conference. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Then they could not take this 
up again, except by a two-third vote. 
true in the one case as in the other. 
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we shall have but to recede from our a 


If we agree to this | 
resolution, amended in the manner! propose, and | 


That is | 


As to the idea of the Senator from Virginia, I | 


think it should not be entertained. If wenow pass | 


the resolution fixing a day of adjournment, and | 
then find that we can get through with the public | 


business before that day, the passage of this reso- | 


lution will not prevent us from adjourning earlier; 
and my experience has been, as the Senator from 
California has said, that by fixing the day of 
adjournment we shall get through with the public 
business sooner. Unless the time be now fixed, 
everybody knows that we shall not adjourn until 
September or October; and, therefore, we had 
better take up the resolution, and pass it. If the 


House desires the amendment which the Senator | 
from California suggests, they can take up a res- | 


olution containing the provision, and pass it. I 


am very willing to let this resolution go by the | 


board, if the Senator from California thinks that | 
the House will agree to such a proposition as his. 
If that is the case, let their resolution lie here, and | 


let us send them another. 


us without adopting it. 
Mr. RUSK. 
ment, so that it may not be construed that the per 
diem should be allowed during the recess. With 
the amendment of the Senator from California the 
resolution might be possibly construed that per 
diem should be allowed. Iam sure that with that 
opinion, the House of Representatives would not 
vote for it. 
ing a proviso that no per diem shall be allowed. 
Mr. DAWSON. By the act of 1818, as I un- 
derstand it, if the two Houses of Congress ad- 
journ within ten days of the next regular meeting 


. . . . | 
3ut, while this is in | 
our hands, | should be unwilling to let it go from || 


I move to amend the amend- | 


I move that it be amended by add- | 


of Congress, mileage would not be allowed to the | 


members. Now,1] amsure that gentlemen in the 


House, living at a distance, who rely on mileage 


for compensation and for loss sustained in coming 
here, would be very unwilling to forego the mile- 
age; and, therefore, the House would go strongly 
against the proposition of my friend from Cali- 
fornia as it now stands. 

That proposition, then, cannot be concurred in; 
and, as | am very anxious to adjourn at the earliest 
practicable day, | think the better plan would be 
to concur in the resolution of the House with some 
amendment, let the House disagree to it, and let 
the two Houses meet together by way of a com- 
mittee of conference, and agree upon some plan. 


Mr. BADGER. [I am in favor of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from California, 
and I do not see that it involves any difficulty in 
the progress of the resolution through the House. 
If we agree to the amendment, and the House is 
opposed to any recess, they will of course disagree 
to that amendment, and then it will bein the power 


of the Senate to recede from it, and adopt the res- | 


olution as it came to us from the House. Theonly 
inquiry is this: Would the majority of the Senate 
prefer the recess, or prefer a final closing of the 
session at the time mentioned by the House? If 


desires to obtain it, and the consent of the House 
can be obtained to it, the simplest proposition in 
the world is to agree to the amendment of the 
Senator from California. It will then go to the 
House as an amendment to their resolution. It 
will be considered by the House, as is the constant 
habit under such circumstances, and if they dis- 
| agree so that we find a recess cannot be obtained, 


and agree to the resolution without it. mendment, 
_, The difficulty which it is suggested, would , 
if the resolution should pass, is perha 
of some consideration. I understand it is th, 
opinion of some of the accounting officers the 
if this recess be taken the per diem of the Seng, 
and members of the House will continue. | , 
not know how that is, but for one, | do not think 
it would be a very great calamity if it should 7 
do not look upon it as such a great evil thay 
should put ourselves to an extraordinary difficy) 

to prevent it falling upon us, and certainly it woul 
have no injurious effect upon those amone ; 

who live at a short distance from the Capitol, and 
to whom the mileage is a matter of very oma) 
consideration. However, sir, I interpose no ob. 
jection if my friend from Texas insists upon j; 

to expressly ae that there shall be no py, 
diem, although we are not so groaning in Wealth 

as | have said, thatit should be considered a ores: 
evil. I am perfectly indifferent about it, and am 
willing to agree to such an amendment. 

With regard to mileage, it may be that the resp); 
which my friend from Georgia suggests mioh; 
follow, to wit: that gentlemen would not be . 
titled to their mileage at the next regular session 
either because the adjournment of this sessio, 
would take place within ten days of the commeree. 
ment of the next, or because the session might 
run on, so as to lose itself in that regular session, 
Surely that Would not be a matter of great incop. 
venience, either here or in the other House, be. 
cause a simple proviso or declaration in one of the 
appropriation bills would settle that matter, jy 

declaring that this should be considered a distine 
session, for the purpose of allowing mileage, 
That is an amendment which would surely com. 
mend itself to the two bodies, because every one 
‘| would be in favor of it. If anybody should be 
opposed to it, there would be no trouble here in 
seeing how we would vote; and if the yeas and 
nays should be taken, the proposition would cer. 
tainly carry. for these reasons, believing that 
the best plan which we can adopt is to obtain 
what we consider the best, without putting in 
jeopardy what is next best to it, I shall vote for 
| the amendment of my friend from California, 
| Mr. CLAYTON. I suggest to the Senator 
from Texas, that by an amendment to this reso- 
|| lution he cannot obtain the end he aims at. This 
| resolution is nothing but a resolution of the two 
Houses for a recess; itis not a legislative act. It 
does not require the signature of the Executive; 


Tige 
PS Worthy 
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that we 


| and therefore it could not repeal an existing law. 


| If, then, it be true that, by an existing law, com- 
| pensation would run to the members of both 
Houses during the recess, you cannot avoid itby 
amending the resolution. You must then, in order 
to obtain your end, put a provision in one of the 
appropriation bills, or pass some separate act of 
legislation for or against the compensation, a8 
Congress shall see proper. I, therefore, submitto 
my honorable friend from Texas, that he with- 
draw the amendment for the present, because it 
would have no effect if agreed to. 

Mr. RUSK. lI distinctly announced at the 
time, in offering the amendment, that I should 
| vote against the whole proposition. I heard the 
_ discussion in the House of Representatives upon 
this subject, and I was satisfied that it would be 
useless to send such a proposition as this, if the 
construction be placed upon it, that during a recess 
/members would be receiving their per diem. If 
| that construction be placed upon it, and such 
would be the fact, [ feel very well satisfied that it 
would not pass the House; or, if it did pass, that 
it would be put in such a shape as to bring it back 
here for discussion again. In regard to the ques- 

tion of mileage, and as to what Congress will do, 
| the honorable Senator from North Carolina may 
have some means of ascertaining exactly what 
the Senate and the House will do; but Iam not so 
fortunate, I cannot tell what they will do until the 





| votes are taken. 
the majority of the Senate prefers the recess and || 


Mr. BADGER. I only presumed it, because 
I supposed both Houses would do what was 





| right. 

iM r. RUSK. Thatis rather a violent presump- 
‘tion, so far as the Senate is concerned. I do not 
' know much about the House; but in looking * 
_ the proceedings of this body, it is a violent pre 
| sumption. I am not able, like the Senator from 
| North Carolina, as I have said, to foresee exactly 
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what will be done. As to a question of right gen- 
jemen differ about it sometimes, but under all 
the circumstances | withdraw the amendment. | 
have no disposition to embarrass the proposition; 
‘or | shall vote against the whole of it. I am will- 
ing to vote for the House resolution to adjourn 
on the 14th of August. I feel very well satisfied 
that we cannot get through with the business be- 
fore that time; and as to taking a recess and coming 
hack here in October, the end of it wiil be that 
= shall do nothing until the short session com- 
mences. ; ae 

Mr. WALKER. I think that this is not the 
proper ime to hx a day either for adjournment, or 
fora recess. I think so for reasons which have 
aiready been urged, and for others. There are 
important measures under consideration. It is 
important that they should be acted upon, and 
it is important that they should not be embarrassed 
by the difficulty which might arise by fixing a 
day for the adjournment. Being opposed then, 
at present, to fixing a day, move to postpone 
the further consideration of the resolution until a ; 
week from next Monday. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator will allow us 
to have a test vote upon the amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. That is whatl do not want. 

Mr. GWIN. If those who are opposed to the 
amendment are in a majority, of course it will be 
voted down. I hope we may dispose of it. 

Mr. WALKER. lam willing to let the vote 
be taken upon this proposition; bat I shall renew 
the motion to postpone, whether the amendment 
be rejected or adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have not been so fortunate 
as to hear the reasons which have been rendered 
for the proposition of a recess; and I regret ex- 
tremely—as no doubt those reasons were all-suf- 
ficient—that | had not that opportunity; but I 
certainly can discover none for it. If we should 
fix an early day for the adjournment, I have no 
doubt it would expedite the business of Congress; 
and | am, therefore, decidedly in favor of the reso- 
lution as it came from the House of Representa- 
tives. If] can hear any reasons to the contrary, 
I will yield with a great deal of pleasure, if ] think 
them sufficient; but at this time I am disposed to 
believe that the best course the Senate can adopt is 
to agree to the resolution as it came from the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. STUART called for the yeas and nays 
upon the amendment; and they were ordered. 

Mr. PRATT. I desire to say a single word 
before recording my name in the affirmative on 
this proposition; but if that obligation had not 
been imposed upon me, I should have said nothing. 

Mr. President, the adoption of the amendment 
of the Senator from California, in its practical 
effect, will be to prolong the actua! session of Con- 
gress fourteen days. By the resolution of the 
House, it is proposed to adjourn on the 14th of 
August: by the amendment it is proposed to 
take a recess from the 17th of July to the 16th of 
October, so that the difference is fourteen days, 
and the session is prolonged fourteen days by the 
amendment. 

In reference to the pay, there is no earthly diffi- 
culty in having a bill introduced which, I imagine, 
would pass directly here, to accompany this reso- 
lution, if amended, to the House, so that when 
the resolution gets there, the House would be dis- 
embarrassed of the difficulty which I understand 
my friend from Texas seems to think influenced 
their action—the necessity of receiving per diem 
compensation during the recess. I do not think 
there is any one here who does not believe that if 
we were to take a recess, and come back in Octo- | 
ber, our own minds, the public mind, the mind of 
every one, would be better prepared than now to go 
on with the important business of thissession. I 
have no doubt of it myself. [have no doubt that 
it is the opinion of the country at large that it 
would be much better for the public interest that 
we should now adjourn. 

For one, if the appropriation bills were through 
I would be perfectly willing either to adjourn to- 
morrow, sine die, or takea recess; but still 1 cannot | 
help seeing that there are important measures par- | 
tially matured, which would require a longer time 
than from the regular session in December, to the | 
period of adjournment in March; and, therefore, 
do say, that the people of the country have a |, 
right to expect that we should appropriate more |, 
of our time—God knows we are not paid for it— |! 
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in the discharge of our duty towards them, than 
would be done if we were to adjourn sine die as 
soon as the appropriation bills are passed. 

I think the true course both for ourselves and 
the country at large, would be to adopt the amend- 
ment,and let it go to the House. If I understand 
parliamentary rule—and the Senators from North 
Carolina and Georgia, who are familiar with it, 
will correct me if | am wrong—if we adopt the 
amendment, and it goes to the House, they have 
no right to amend the resolution. They cannot 
fix any other day; they are either to reject the 
whole of our proposition or agree to it, They 
cannot fix any other day than the 14th of August, 
unless they agree to our amendment. They must 
either accept this or reject it, and let the resolution 
come back to us for an adjournment on the 14th 
of August. We are, therefore, relieved from all 
the tT arising from the supposition that we 
should not have the privilege to adjourn on the 
14th of August at any rate; so that it is merely a 
trial on our part. We passed this proposition for 
arecess the other day by almosta unanimous vote. 
We believed then, and we believe now, that it is 
necessary. 

Mr. RUSK. If we pass the resolution to take 
the recess on the 16th of July, there will be a 
scramble for the appropriation bills, and no other 
business willbedone. There isno doubt thatthe 
appropriation bills will consume the rest of the 
time, with speeches to be made on abstract ques- 4 
tions. Our time will be thus consumed until the 
recess; and, when we come back in October, we 
shall have but little more than a month—not more 
than six weeks—between that time and the com- 
mencement of the next session of Congress. It 
is very Well known that a large number of the 
members of this body and of the other House are 
Jawyers. October is the time for holding the fall 
courts, generally almost every where, and this is 
an objection to the amendment. 

There is another reason which shows that we 
should do no business if we take a recess and 
come back in October. The elections in most of 
the States take place in that month, and the mem- 
bers of the House will be attending to them. 
There are some very important measures before 
Congress, some of vital importance, that might 
arise between this and the middle of August; and 
the end of it will be that no business, except the 
passage of the appropriation bills, will be done 
between this time and the recess; and then, with 
such members as are attending to the courts, and 
such as are attending to their elections in the 
States after the recess, we should find ourselves, 
up to the time of beginning the next session of 
Congress in December, almost withouta quorum, 
and, in my judgment, nothing will be gained by it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Bright, 
Brodhead, Clayton, Cooper, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of lowa, Fessenden, Foot, Geyer, Gillette, Gwin, 
Hatulin, James, Johnson, Pearce, Pratt, Sebastian. Slidell, 
Sumner, Thomson of New Jersey, Weller, and Williams 
—27. 

NAYS—Meassrs. Adams, Chase, Evans, Fish, Houston, 
Hunter, Mason, Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Stuart, 
Thompson of Kentucky, ‘Toombs, Wade, and Walker—16. 


Mr. WALKER. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of the resolution until Monday 
week. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope at any rate we shall 
ascertain the sense of the Senate on the question. 
The seoner we ascertain the certainty of the case, 
and learn the decision of the House upon it, it 
will be better for those who oppose as well as 
for those who are in favor of the resolution as 
amended. 

Mr. WALKER. It is just that very certainty 
that | do not want to incur, and for one, I hope 
that there will be more of the Senate, who will 
sympathize with my view than seem to do so by 
the vote which has been taken. If we voteon the 
resolution and it be adopted, we shall have fixed 
the day, when we shall take the recess. That, I 
do not wish to do; and as I remarked before, I 
hope there are more of the Senate who sympa- 
thize in that view of the subject than seem to 
do. Iam opposed at present to fixing the time 
either to adjourn, or to take a recess, and there- 
fore | make the motion. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senate determine to 
take a recess we ought to decide at once, in order | 
that we may prepare for the work before us. I || 
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am against this proposition, but I hope the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. WALKER. My object does not seem to 
be understood. I think that if we take up the res- 
olution next Monday week, it wil! do as well as 
now, and in the mean time we shall know to what 
extent we have gone in transacting the business 
which, for one, | wish to reach. My object is 
not to defeat the resolution. | will join with its 
friends in taking it up at the time mentioned. My 
object is simply to postpone it until that day, 80 
that we may see what can be done in the mean 
time. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I see no objection to voting. 
If there is a majority of the Senate in favor of 
the proposition of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
it will be carried; if there is not, it will be lost. 

Mr. CHASE called for the yeas and nave on 
the motion; and they were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 13, nays 30; as follows: 


Y EFAS—Messrs. Bright, Chase, Gillette, Houston, Jamea, 
Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Stuart, Sumner, Wade, 
and Walker—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Badger, Bayard, 
Bell, Brodhead, Clayton, Cooper, Dawsen, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Dodge of Lowa, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Poot, 
Geyer, Gwiu, Hamlin, Hunter, Johnson, Mason, Pearce, 
Pratt, Sebastian, Slidell, Thompson of Kentucky, Thom- 
son of New Jersey, Toombs, Weller, and Williams—30. 

So the motion was lost. 


The question recurring on the adoption of the 
resolution as amended, 
Mr. WALKER called for the yeas and nays; 


| and they were ordered. 


Mr. STUART. I move that the resolution lie 
upon the table; and upon that motion I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PRATT. I donot know anything about 
it, but | submit to the Chair whether, after the 
yeas and nays are called for and ordered on one 
proposition, they can be ordered on another, while 
that first proposition is pending. 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly, that can be 
done even after the yess and naysare ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON. What is the difference be- 
tween taking a vote on passing the measure and 
killing it, and ordering it to lie on the table ? 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Meessrs. Bright, Chase, Gillette, Houston, Hun- 
ter, James, Mason, Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Stuart, 
Sumner, Wade, and Walker—15 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Clay 
ton, Cooper, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 
Iowa, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Ham- 
lin, Johnson, Pearce, Pratt, Sebastian, Slidell, ‘Thompson 
of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, ‘Toombs, Weller, 
and Willixms—26. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The question being taken upon the adoption of 
the resolution, as amended, resulied—yeas 25, 
nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Brodhead, 
Clayton, Cooper, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 
[owa, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Ham- 
lin, Johnson, Pearce, Pratt, Sebastian, Slidell, Thomson 
of New Jersey, Toombs, Weller, and Williams—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bright, Chase, Gillette, Hous- 
ton, Hunter, Mason, Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Stu- 
art, Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, Wade, and Walker, 
—16. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move to take up the reso- 
lution which | submitted yesterday, proposing an 
earlier hour for the meeting of the Senate—eleven 
o'clock, a. m. 

Mr. SHIELDS. That will lead to discussion; 
and I think it would be better to take up the order 
of the day, on which the honorable Senator from 
Delaware {Mr. Ciayron] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MASON. I understand from the honor- 
able Senator from Delaware, that the hour being 
late, and his health not being very strong, he would 
prefer, if such be the pleasure of the Senate, not 
to go on to-day with the remarks which he pro- 
poses to make on the subject referred to by the 
Senator from Illinois. Hence, if the Senate desire 
to take up any other business, it will be convenient 
to him that it should be done. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. HOUSTON ealled for the yeas and nays 


| on his motion; and they were ordered, and taken 
| with the followipg result: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams.Chase,Clayton, Dawson, Dodge 
of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Evans, Fessenden, Gillette, 
Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, James, Pratt, Rusk, 8ew- 
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ard, Shields, Stuart, Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Williams 

23. 

NAYVS.—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Ben- 
jamin, Bright, Brodhead, Coopeg, Fish, Foot, Johnson, 
Mason, Norris, Pearce, Sebastian, Slidell, Thompson of 
Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, and Toombs—19, 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the resolution, which 
is as follows: 

Resolved, That the 


Senate will hereafter meet at eleven 
o'clock, a. m. 


Mr. CHASE called for the yeas and nays on 
the resolution; and they were ordered. 

Mir. BADGER. I wish merely to say, in ex- 
planation of the vote I shall give on this resolution, 


that I am ready to vote for appointing eleven | 


e’clock as the hour of meeting when we arrive 
at that period of the session when it hus been 
usual for the Senate to adopt that course. The 
Senate has not been in the habit heretofore at the 
long session of meeting at eleven o’clock, at least 
sooner than the month of July. Two years ago 
the resolution to meet at that hour was adopted 
on the 6th of August. We are all aware that the 
cemmittees have now very considerable business 
before them, and it must be an inconvenience, 
either to the committees or to the Senate, now to 
advance the hour to eleven o’clock in the morning. 

Mr. HOUSTON. In consequence of the adop- 
tion this morning of the resolution for a recess, I 
think an additional exertion is necessary on the 
part of the Senate to get on with the public busi- 
ness. ‘The House of Representatives may adopt 
the amendment made this morning by the Senate 
to their resolution, and thus an early day will be 
fixed for us to adjourn. For that reason, I think, 
itis necessary that we should occupy as much 
time as practicable in forwarding business. At 
any rate, we ought to do as muchas we can, until 
we know whether the House will concur in the 
action of the Senate or not. Hence, I think it is 
very proper that we should meet a little earlier 
than we have heretofore done. 

Mr. PRATT. I shall vote with the honorable 
Senator from Texas for the resolution which he 
has proposed. In so doing, I am probably actu- 
ated, in some degree, by the same motive which I 
am sure actuates him in reality. Like him, I 
have been occasionally absent during the session, 
{leughter,| and I feel the obligation imposed on 
me,as lt have no doubt he does on himself, to 
work myself, and get my friends in the Senate to 
work, by forcing them to meet an hour earlier, in 
order to get along with public business. [Re- 
newed laughter.} Iam sure that is the feeling 


. 


with him; [ shall go with him, because I have | 
been absent from the Senate for one or two days | 


of the session. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
force of the Senator’s remarks, and perhaps | owe 
the Senate some excuse for my absence, to which 
he has alluded. I know very well that I was ab- 


‘action of business. 
Mr. President, I feel the | 


sent a good while; and as it will not be disrespect- | 


ful, ] may as weil assign an apology on this occa- 
sion. I had been here for months. There was 
not any matter of great importance discussed, ex- 
cept one ‘great principle,’’ that I did not under- 
stand. I knew, therefore, that it was a consump- 
tion of my time to remain here. 

There was another reason. I did not consider it 

disrespectful to absent myself, but I did it in self- 
defense. I was afraid | should get a surfeit if 1 
remained here, and I therefore thought it better 
to withdraw myself fora while. I knew there 
was sufficient ability, patriotism, and intelligence 
among the Senators here to manage the affairs of 
the nation very well, and I considered myself 
rather in the nature of & supernumerary, dnd o0t 
as essential to the conduct of the business of the 
body. 
These were my only reasons. I intended no 
disrespect, | assure gentlemen. 
regret; | returned to renew my association with 
them with great pleasure; and, in order that I may 
increase that pleasure, | wish to see them for a 
longer time each day in the Senate Chamber. 
{Laughter. } 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, 1 am afraid 
the Senator from Texas is disposed to expiate his 
own sins by imposing penance upon others. 
{Laughter.} 1 do not see any reason for meeting 
at eleven o'clock. We very ragely sit beyond 
four o'clock. I doubt whether we shall continue 


in deliberation here more than four hours: if we | 
met at eleven, and if we should continue in ses- | 


I left them with | 


sion more than four hours a day, I doubt whether 


the public interest would be benefited by it. We 
shall becothe exceedingly weary during the hot 
weather of a sitting of four hours. Wehave not 
as yet reached that period of the session when the 
committees are without business. Indeed, one of 
the committees of the Senate will be pressed with 
business from this time until the close of the ses- 
sion. Weare yet to get the important appropri- 
ation bills from the House of Representatives, 
and they will require very close and attentive ex- 
amination from the Committee on Finance, the 
members of which must be either absent from the 
sittings of the Senate, or must neglect the peculiar 
business of that committee. 

But besides that, sir, 1 do not perceive that we 
sha!! accomplish anything which will expedite 
the public business by adopting the resolution of 
the Senator from Texas. [ believe the Senate is 
now largely ahead of the House. I do not see, 
therefore, unless we should get behind the House 
in the transactien of the public business, that it is 
necessary to spur us up. I hope the Senator will 
be convinced with this patriotic display of his 
intentions, and let the Senate rest in peace a little 
while longer. 

Mr. CLAYTON. One or two of the consider- 
ations mentioned by my friend from Maryland 
[Mr. Pearce] will determine my vote. | find, by 
inquiry, that not only the Committee on Finance, 
to whose business he has alluded, but that many 
of the other important committees of the Senate, 
have a great deal of their business still before 
them not reported upon. They require an hour 
or two hours before the meeting of the Senate, to 
go on with the public business. By meeting at 
eleven o’clock we shall make no speed; we shall 
cut off the action of the committees, and actually 
obstruct the business of Congress. Desirous as I 
am to act with all reasonable dispatch upon the 
business of the country, I do not see that the res- 
olution now before us will advance the public 
interests. My impression is that we had better 
continue to meet at twelve o’clock, and give the 
committees ample time to digest the measures 
upon which we shall be called to act. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe committees really have 
business before them—as I have no doubt they 
have, for it is so represented—l would suggest 
that their members can retire after business com- 
mences here, as the number of those thus called 
off would not be very large, we should probably 
have as near a quorum as we usually have. 
tors on some of the committees could retire, or 


could postpone coming to the Senafe for one hour, | 


and allow the body to go on withthe ordinary trans- 

ma resolution will add an 
additional hour to our deliberations here. Four 
o’clock I believe is the usual hour of adjournment, 
and my proposition is only to make an advance 
of one hour in the time of meeting in the morning. 
The sun now rises at four or five o’clock in the 
morning, and thus gentlemen will have six or seven 
hours from the rising of the sun until the time 
which I propose for the meeting of the Senate, 
which will afford ample time for all necessary prep- 
aration. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the adoption of the resolution, resulted—yeas 20, 
nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chase, Dawson, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Fessenden, Gillette, Ham- 
lin, Houston, Hunter, James, Mason, Pratt, Rusk, Seward, 
Shields, Stuart, Walker, and Williams—2v. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, bell, Ben- 
jamin, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Clay, Clayton, Cooper, 
Evans, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Geyer, Johnson, Norris, 
Pearce, Sebastian, Slidell ,Thompson of Kentucky, Thom- 
son of New Jersey, Toombs, Toucey, and Wade—26. 


So the resolution was rejected. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and 

he Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WeEpDNEsDAY, June 14, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by Rev. Wittiam H. Mirsvrn. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
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munication from the Clerk of the House, tray 
mitting estimates of additional appropriations fon 

the expenses of the House of Representatives 
made necessary by existing orders of the Hous 
and its committees, for the fiscal year ending the 
30th June, 1855; which, 

On motion by Mr. ROBBINS, were refe 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The business first jn orde 
is the consideration of the bill reported by the ton, 
tleman from Ohio, (Mr. Oxps,} from the Commit. 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, to increase 
the rates of postage, upon which the gentleman 
from Pennwyivants {[Mr. CHANDLER] is entitled tp 
the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Having some suspicion 
as to the time when this bill would again come up 
| availed myself of an opportunity of expressing 
my views upon this subject when another bill was 
under consideration in Committee of the Whele 
and | do not, therefore, desire to occupy the floor 
now. 

Mr. ORR. The debate upon the civil and 
diplomatic bill is to be terminated, by a resolution 
adopted yesterday, to-morrow at twelve o’clock. 
There are several gentlemen who desire to speak, 
and I therefore move that the rules be suspended. 
and that the House resolve itself into the Commi. 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr.HENN. I hopethe gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Orr] will not urge that motion, but 
allow committees to make reports during the morn- 
ing hour. ‘There are several bills besides the ciy] 
and diplomatic bill upon which gentlemen can 
make their speeches. Let us proceed to the reg- 
ular order of business, and consume the morning 
hour in making reports. : 

Mr. ORR. We ought to go into Committee of 
the Whole for this reason, that those gentlemen 
who have prepared their speeches, and desire to 
make them, will not have an opportunity to do so 
for ten days, unless we go into committee now, as 
it will take that length of time to dispose of the 
civil and diplomatic bill. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Orn’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Orr in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee last 
rose they had under consideration the civil and 
diplomatic bill, upon which the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Brooks] is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. BROOKS, after briefly stating the general 
outlines of the bill for the establishment of rail- 
road and telegraphic communication between the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans, proceeded to speak of 
the constitutional power to grant lands for that 
purpose, contending that the clause in the Consti- 
tution, in his opinion, contemplates that the lands 
shall be disposed of so as to inure to the benefit 
of all the States, and not to one, or a part of them 
only, the territory being the common property of 
all the States; and, therefore, he was opposed to 

| the granting of lands in the manner proposed in 
that bill. 

Mr. SINGLETON addressed the committee on 
our relations with Spain. He contended that 

Spain had no cause of complaint against us; for, 
in our intercourse with her, we had violated none 
of the principles of international law; we had 
faithfully fulfilled all our stipulations with her, 
and had always endeavored to cultivate and sus- 
tain amicable relations with that Power. On the 
other hand, Spain had committed a series of ag- 
gressions against us, which demanded the prompt 
action of our Government. He called the atten- 
tion of the committee to various outrages com- 
mitted by Spain on our citizens, and contended 
that the execution of Crittenden and his compan- 
ions was in violation of treaty stipulations between 
the two Governments. In his opinion the Gov- 
ernment of the United States should demand of 
Spain full reparation for all the injuries she has 
_committed upon us; we should demand assurance 
that in the future Spain should use all reasonable 
efforts to prevent a recurrence of the wrongs she 
had perpetrated upon us, and insist upon it, as & 
| sine qua non, that that Power should establish & 
tribunal, either upon the Island of Cuba or at & 
point near this Government, with full power t 
' settle all difficulties which might arise between the 
‘two Governments. If Spain should refuse to 
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